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By Mr, HILL of Maryland; A bill (H. R. 12575) granting
a pension to Mary Kotwall; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 12576) for the relief of
F. D. Richardson; to the Commitiee on Naval Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12577) for the relief of Farrah Dane
Eichardson; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By My. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 12578) granting a pension
to Stella M. Watkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12579) granting an increase of pension to
Mary E. Beal: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KVALE: A bill (H, R. 12580) for the relief of Melvin
Gordon Eldred: to the Commitiee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (H. R. 12581) granting an
increase of pension to Frances A. Robingon; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. LOZIER: A bill (H. R. 12582) granting an increase
of pension to Sarah A. Stiles; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12583) granting' an increase of pension
to Mary J. Hines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 12584) granting an in-
crease of pension to Jane R. Brooks; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12585) granting an increase of pension to
Emma C. Waldron ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 12586) granting an
increase of pension to Mary J. Swart; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 12587) granting an in-
crease of pension to Margaretta Lubbock; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mrs. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 12588) granting an increase
of pension to John Peron; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. SPEAKS: A bill (H. R. 12589) granting an increase
of pension to Emma J. Mawhirter; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12580) granting an increase of pension to
Elizabeth Clark; to the Committes on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SPEARING: A bill (H. R. 12591) for the relief of
Alvin Hovey-King; to the Committee on Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

2331. By Mr. CONNERY: Resolution of the members of
Trinity College, Washington, D. C., protesting the expulsion
from Mexico of Archbishop Caruana, an American citizen: to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

2332. By Mr, FREDERICKS: Petition of residents of the
tenth district, California, favoring the passage of House bill
5583 ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

2333. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Emma Forbes Ware
Tent, No. 57, Daughters of Veterans, Massachusetts Depart-
ment, Viola E. Starkey, secretary, 1205 Morton Street, Mat-
tapan, Mass, recommending early and favorable consideration
of the Elliott pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

2334. By Mr. MORROW : Petition of Rio Grande Council of
Boy Scouts of America, P. V. Thorson, scont executive, Albhu-
aquerque, N. Mex., indorsing game refuge bills (8. 2607 and
H. R. 7479) ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

SENATE
THURSDAY, June 3, 1926

The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D, offered the following
prayer:

Our Father and our God, we again approach the mercy seat
with a full assurance of audience with Thee. Thou hast been
gracious under all circumstances in the leadership of our lives,
We beseech of Thee this morning that with the consciousness
of Thy presence we may be enabled to engage in the duties of
Itﬂais dayAIt;J the glory of Thy name. Through Jesus Christ our

rd. en,

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. CurTis and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the
Journal was approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee,
one of its clerks, announced t.hat the House had passed without
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?_Eendment the following bills and joint resolution of the
nate:

8.565. An aet limiting the creation or extension of forest
reserves in New Mexico and Arizona;

8. 074. An act granting certain lands to the city of Kaysville,
Utah, to protect the watershed of the water-supply system of
said eity;

$.2703. An aect to restore to the public domain certain lands
within the Casa Grande Ruins National Monument, and for
other purposes;

8. 3072. An act to authorize an exchange of lands between the
United States and the State of Nevada;

$.3268. An act authorizing repayment of excess amounts paid
by purchasers of certain lots in the town site of Bowdoin,
Mont. ;

8.4055. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
issue patents for lands held under color of title;

S.426G1. An act relating to patents issued pursuant to decrees

of the Court of Private Land Claims; and
© 8. J. Res. 46. Joint resolution giving and granting consent to
an amendment to the constitution of the State of New Mexico
providing that the momneys derived from the lands heretofore
granted or confirmed to that State by Congress may be appor-
tioned to the several objects for which said lands were granted
or confirmed in proportion to the number of acres granted for
each object and to the enactment of such laws and regulations
as may be necessary to carry the same into effect.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
following bills and joint resolution of the Senate severally
with amendments, in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate;

S.675. An act granting certain lands to the city of Ogden,
Utah, to protect the watershed of the wafer-supply system of
said city;

S.4251. An act to amend and supplement the naturalization
laws, and for other purposes; and

8. J. Res. 71, Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the
Interior to establish a trust fund for the Kiowa, Comanche, and
Apache Indians in Oklahoma, and making provision for the
same.

The message further announced that the House had passed a
bill and concurrent resolution of the following titles, in which
it requested the concurrence of the Senate:

H. R.11848. An act to authorize the settlement of the indebi-
edness of the French Republie to the United States of America;
and

H. Con. Res. 26. Concurrent resolution directing the Comp-
troller General of the United States to investigate the adminis-
tration of St. Elizabeths Hospital since July 1, 1916, and for
other purposes.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The message also further announced that the Speaker had
affixed his signature to the following enrolled bills, and they
were thereupon signed by the Vice President:

8.2820. An act for the relief of José Louzau;

§.3931. An act granting the consent of Congress to the Board
of County Commissioners of Trumbull County, Ohio, to con-
struct an overhead viaduct across the Mahoning River at
Girard, Trumbull County, Ohio ;

H. R. 8489. An act to relinquish the title of the United States
to the land in the claim of Thomas Durnford, situate in the
county of Baldwin, State of Alabama; and

H.R.10312. An act to authorize the disposition of lands no
longer needed for naval purposes.

CALL OF THE ROLL
Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
rum.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will ecall the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Mr. CURTIS.

Edwards Jones, N. Mex. Pepper

Bayar Ferris Jones, Wash, Phipps
Bingham Fess Kendrick Plne
Blease Frazier eyes Pittman
Borah George inlg ansdell
Bratton Gerry La Follette Reed, Mo.
Broussard Gillett enroot Reed, Pa. .
Bruce Glass McEellar Rohinbnn Ark,
Butler Goff eLean Robinson, Ind.
&}:par Gooding McMaster Sackett

aWay Greene MceNa Schall
Copeland ale Mayfield Bheppard
Couzens Harreld Means Shipstead
Cummins H Metecalf Shortridge
Curtis Harrison cely Simmons
Deneen Heflin orbeck Smoot
Dill Howell Oddie Steck
Edge Johnson FErman Stephens
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Bwanson Underwood Warren Williams
Trammell Wadsworth Weller Willis
Tyson Walsh Wheeler

The VICE PRESIDENT. Righty-three Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quorum is present.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Mr. EDWARDS presented a letter in the nature of a memo-
rial of the National Council of Catholic Women of St. Augus-
tine’s Parish, Union City, N. J., protesting against * the severe
and intensiye pelsecutiun of the Catholic Church in Mexico,”
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. PEPPER presented a petition of the Philadelphia (Pa.)
Board of Trade, praying for the passage of the bill (8. 66) to
provide for the establishment, operation, and maintenance of
forelgn trade zones in ports of entry of the United States, to
expedite and encourage foreign commerce, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr., COPELAND, from the Committee on the District of
Columbia, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 6728) fo regu-
late in the District of Columbia the traffic in, sale, and use of
milk bottles, cans, crates, and other containers of milk and
cream, fo prevent fraud and deception, and for other purposes,
reported it withont amendment and submitted a report (No.
987) thereon.

Mr. HOWELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (8. 3918) for the rellef of Robert R. Bradford,
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No.
988) thereon.

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (H. R. 3592) for the relief of Johanna B.
Weinberg, reported it without amendment and submitted a
report (No. 989) thereon.

Mr. SACKETT, from the Committee on the District of Co-
Iumbia, to which was referred the bill (8. 4375) to change the
name of Dent Place NW., between Forty-fourth Street and
Foxhall Road, to Greenw ich Parkway, reporfed it without
amendinent and submitted a report (No. 990) thereon.

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS

Mr. HOWELL, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the
views of the minority on the bill (8. 62) for the allowance of
certain claims for indemnity for spoliations by the French prior
to July 31, 1801, as reported by the Court of Claims, which were
ordered to be printed as part 2, Report No. 643.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that to-day that committee presented to the President of the
United States the following enrolled bills:

8.2820. An act for the relief of José Louzau; and

5. 3931, An act granting the consent of Congress to the board
of county commissioners of Trumbull County, Ohio, to construct
an overhead viaduet across the Mahoning River at Girard,
Trumbull County, Ohio.

BILLS AXD JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED

Bills and a jeint resolution were iniroduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred
as follows:

By Mr. PITTMAN: :

A bill (S, 4390) to amend section 15a of the act to regulate
commerce in respect to certain common carrvier railvoads, and
for other purposes: to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

By Mr. WADSWORTH:

A bill (8. 4391) for the relief of Charles E. MacDonald; to
the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. HARRELD:

A bill (8. 4392) to repeal section 500 of the revenue act of
1926 ; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. CAPPER:

A bill (8. 4393) to authorize the construction ef a nurses’
home for the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in
Asylum ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia,

By Mr. COPELAND:

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 114) to amend the immigration
act of 1924 by the repeal of the national origin provision; to the
Committee on Immigration.

STORAGE OF WATERS OF PECOS RIVER

Mr. JONES of New Mexico submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 3862) to provide
for the storage of the waters of the Pecos River, which was
referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation,

HOUSE BILL AND CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED

The bill (H. R. 11848) to authorize the settlement of the

indebtedness of the French Republic to the United States of
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America’ was read twice by its title and referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

The concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 26) directing the
Comptroller General of the United States to investigate the
administration of St. Elizabeths Hospital since July 1, 1916,
and for other purposes, was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

TRUST FUND FOR INDIANS IN OKLAHOMA

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend-
ments of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution
(8. J. Res. T1) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to
establish a trust fund for the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apaclie
Indians in Oklahoma, and making provision for the same,
which were, on page 1, line 8, to strike out “ Public Act No.
500, Sixty-seventh Congress,” and insert *the act approved
March 4, 1923 (42 Stat. L. p. 1448)"; on page 2, lines 7 and
8, to strike out “ Public Act No. 500 and insert “act ap-
proved March 4, 1923 (42 Stat. L. p. 1448)"; and on page 2,
to strike out all after * of,” in line 12, down to and including
“ Btates.,” in line 23, and insert *the act approved February
25, 1920 (41 Stat. L. p. 437)."

Mr. HARRELD. I move that the Senate concur in the
amendments made by the House. I will state that the amend-
ments are only to this effect: In the joint reselution as passed
by the Senate certain acts of Congress were referred to as
numbered 500, and so on, and the House has changed the num-
bers so as to give the acts a different name. Those are the only
changes. The amendments do not change the purport of the
joint resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma moves
that the Senate concur in the amendments of the House,

The motion was agreed to.

AMENDMENT OF THE NATURALIZATION LAWS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend-
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 4251) to
amend and supplement the naturalization laws, and for other
purposes, which were, on page 1, line 12, to strike ouf “and"
and insert “ or ™ ; on page 2, line 17, to strike out * recommenda-
tion” and insert * recommendations”™; on page 2, line 19, to
strike out “ findings " and insert “ recommendations”; on page
2, line 20, to strike out “a duly" and insert “the'"; on page
2, line 22, to strike out “or disapproved”; and on page 2, lines
23 and 24, to strike out *and shall subscribe” and insert in
lien thereof “by subscribing.”

Mr. JOHNSOXN. Inasmuch as the amendments which have
been made by the House are quite immaterial, I move that the
Senate concur in the amendments,

The motion was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti-
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had insisted
upon its amendments to the bill (8. 1930) to authorize the
Postmaster General to readjust the fterms of certain secreen-
wagon contracts, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the
Senate: agreed to the conference requested by the Senate on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr.
SprovL of Illinois, Mr. Foss, and Mr. RoMJUE were appointed
managers on the part of the House at the conference.

The message also announced that the House had disagreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 92) fixing
postage rates on hotel-room keys and tags; requested a con-
ference with the Senute on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon, and that Mr, Geiesr, Mr. Kenry, and Mr,
BeLL were appointed managers on the part of the House at the
conference,

ANNIVERSARY OF BATTLE OF FORT MOULTRIE

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, from the Committee on the Li-
brary I report back favorably without amendment House Con-
current Resolution 28, and I call the attention of the Senator
from South Carolina [Mr. BLEASE] to it.

Mr. BLEASE, I ask unanimous consent for the immediate
consideration of the resolution. 1 have two amendments which
1 would like to submit.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the immediate
consideration of the concurrent resolution?

Mr. JONES of Washington, Let it be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the resolution.

The Chief Clerk read the resolution (H. Con. Res. 28), as
follows :

Whereas June 28, 1926, will be the one hundred and fiftleth anni-
versary .of the historic Battle of. Fort Moultrie, Charleston, 8. C.,
which was fought Letween the untried but resolule forces battling for
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American rights and liberties on one side, and the organized and
widely experienced forces of Great Britain on the ather; and

Whereas sald Battle of Fort Moultrie resulted in glorious victory
for the cause of America, thus heartening her people and encouraging
her Represemntatives in Congress assembled in the city of Philadelphia
to take the fateful step of declaring that, *the States are, and of
right ought to be, free and independent on July 4, 1776 " ; and

Whereas said vietory and said Declaration of Independence are thus
forever linked as mighty factors in bringing about our national
freedom that has since so marvelously blessed America, and through
America is blessing and bettering the world; and

Whereas it is entirely proper and fitting that such epoch-making
events of our country’s history should be impressively brought to our
minds by conspicuous ecelebrations; and

Whereas it is appropriate that the Congress of the United States
should recognize June 28 next as the one hundred and fiftieth anni-
versary of this memorable battle which is of such great historical
interest and importance to the entire country: Therefore be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring),
That there be a committee of Congress consisting of 10 Members,
b of whom shall be appointed by the Presiding Officer of the Senate
and 5 by the Speaker of the House, to join and participate in said
celebration as representing the Congress of the United States in ob-
servance of the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary to be held in
the city of Charleston, 8, C., on the 26th, 27th, and 28th of Juune,
10286,

The VICE PRESIDENT.
sideration of the resolution?

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded fo consider
the resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will report the first
amendment sent to the desk by the Senator from South

Carolina,

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, in line 9, after the numerals
“1926," insert the following proviso:

Provided, That members of sald committee shall be paid their
actual expenses for the trip to Charleston, 8. C., and return out of
the contingent fund of the two Houses.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, some time ago
we had a resolution providing for the participation of Con-
gress in a celebration in Virginia. Objection was made to a
provision to pay the expenses of that delegation. I do not be-
lieve that we ought to make provision in this way. This will
be a precedent that will come back to plague us hereafter. I
have no objection to the adoption of the resolution in the shape
it was adopted by the other House, but I do not feel that it
onght to be agreed to if this amendment shall be incorporated
in it,

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, I
wish to call his attention to the fact that on page 8194 of the
CoxcressioNarl Recorp it will be found that the Williamsburg
resolution as amended on motion of the Senator from Virginia
[Mr. Swaxsox], providing for the payment of expenses, was
concurred in by the House of Representatives.

I will state, furthermore, that the entire expense will amount
to very little. I hardly think it will exceed $250.

I hold in my hand a small book which has just been published
by Hon. J. Stokes Salley, of Orangeburg, 8. O, in which is
printed a photograph of the fort and in which it is stated that—

Fort Moultrie was named for Col. William Moultrie, who commanded
the American forces on Sullivans Tsfand in the Revolutionary War.
Here it was that Colonel Monltrie returned the fire of the British
warghips in November, 1775, and in June, 1776, the battle of Fort
Moultrie was fought, resulting in an American victory. This fort also
played a prominent part in protecting Charleston in the American Civil
War. Osceola’s grave lies mear one of the walls of the fort, This
fort is still used as a regular garrison for the United States Army.

The city of Charleston has made great preparations for this
occasion; they have appointed a committee and arranged a
program. It will be quite a setback to them if this resolution
shall not be passed, and, in view of the small amount involved
and also of the further fact that similar resolutions have car-
ried appropriations, I ask the Senate to adopt this resolution
with this amendment.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I am evidently
mistaken in my idea that the other committee was denied an
appropriation for expenses. I know the mafter was brought
up here, and I gained the impression that expenses were denied
to that committee. It merely emphasizes, however, what I
suggested a moment ago that this will be another precedent.
Of course, if we provide for the expenses of such commitiees
in one or two cases we can not refnse it in others. Some of
these days we shall have some sort of a celebration on the
Pacific coast, and I, of course, shall expect a committee to

Is there objeeﬁon to the con-
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make a nice trip out there and have their expenses paid. So,
under the circumstances I shall withdraw my objection.

Mr. BLEASE. I appreciate the Senator's kindness.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
is agreed to. The next amendment will be stated.

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 8, after the word
“ Members,” to insert the words, “and the Vice President, who
shall be ex officio chairman of the committee.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment,

The amendment was agreed to.

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to.

CAPITAL STOCK OF BIDDERS FOR MUSCLE SHOALS PROJECT

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
for the immediate consideration of Senate Resolution 236. I
will state that I have consulted with the Senator from Illinois
[Mr. DENeEN] and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. SickEerr],
gind they have no objection to the consideration of the resolu-

on.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I have no objection to the
consideration of the resolution, but I think we ought to have
the regular order. This resolution may be reached and con-
sidered at the conclusion of routine morning business, as resolu-
tions of this kind ordinarily are. I do not object at this
time, but I think we ought to go on with the regular order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the resolution
referred to by the Senator from Tennessee,

The Chief Clerk read the resolution (8. Res. 236) submitted
by Mr. McKEeLLAR, May 29, 1926, as follows:

Resolved, That the Joint Committee on Muscle Shoals, heretofore
appointed under House Concurrent Resolution No. 4, be, and they are
hereby, requested to report to the Senate the amounts of the eapital
stock in the Muscle Bhoals Fertilizer Co. and in the Muscle Shoals
Power Distributing Co., which have heretofore put in bids for Muscle
Shoals, where they are incorporated, and in what proportion the several
stockholders in said companies, set out on page 191 of the committee's
report, own stock in said eorporations.

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider
the resolution.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I have no objection to the
consideration of the resolution, but I hope the Senator from
Tennessee will accept an amendment which I think ought to be
in the resolution; that is, to add at the end of the resolution
the words “that the committee report also a copy of whatever
agreement exists, if there is one existing, between the Ameri-
can Cyanamid Co. and the Union Carbide Co.”

I suppose the Senator from Tennessee will have no cohjection
to adding that amendment to the resolution.

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator from Mississippi will offer
that as an amendment, I shall make no objection to it.

Mr. HARRISON. I move, then, at the end of line 9 of the
resolution to add the words:

The committee are further required to report a copy of any agree-
ment or contract that may exist between the American Cyanamid Co.
and the Union Carbide Co.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objectlon, the amendment
is agreed to.
The resolution as amended was agreed to.

SENATORIAL EXPENSES IN CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES

Mr, KEYES. Mr. President, from the Committee to Audit
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report
favorably four resolutions which were submitted by the Senator
from Kentucky [Mr. Erxst] relating to expenses incurred in
contested-election cases. I note that the Senator from Ken-
tucky is not present, but I am sure he would like action taken
at this time on the resolutions. So I ask unanimous consent
for their immedlate consideration.

BENATOR FROM IOWA—EXPENBES OF MR. STECK

The resolnfion (8. Res. 211) submitted by Mr. ErxsT on
April 28, 1926, was considered by unanimous consent and agreed
to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate hereby is authorized and
directed to pay, from the appropriation for expenses of inguiries and
investigations, fiscal year 1926, the sum of £15,000 to Hon. DANIEL F.
8teck for all expenses incurred, including attorneys' fees, in assertion
of his right to a seat in the Senate resulting from the election in 1924
of a Benator from the State of Iowa. -

PHILIF W. TURNER

The resolution (8. Res. 213) submitted by Mr. ErRNST on
April 28, 1826, was considered by unanimous consent and agreed
to, as follows:
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Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate hereby 1s authorized and
directed to pay, from the contingent fund of the Senate, to Philip W.
Turner, for expert services as tabulator rendered the Committee on
Privileges and Elections during the investigations of the election of
Senators from the States of Texas and Iowa, $1,800.

SENATOR FROM NEW MEXICO—EXPENSES OF MR. BRATTON

The resolution (8. Res. 234) submitted by Mr. ErNsT on May
28, 1926, was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to,
as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate is hereby authorized and
directed to pay to Hon. Sax G. Brarrox the sum of $5,000.o0ut of the
appropriation for expenses of inguiries and investigations, fiecal year
1926, in full settlement of all expenses incurred, including attorneys'
fees, in defending his right and title to the office of Senator from the
State of New Mexico resulting from the election held in said State
November 4, 1924,

BENATOR FROM IOWA—EXPENSES OF MRE. BROOKHART

The resolution (S. Res. 212) submitted by Mr. Erxst April
28, 1926, and reported with an amendment by Mr. Keves from
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses
of the Senate, was considered by unanimous consent, and was
read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Seﬂ'e!n-ry of the Senate hereby s authorized and
directed to pay from the appropriation for expenses of Inguiries and
investigations, fiscal year 1925, the sum of $10,000 to Hon. Smith W.
Brookhart for all expenses incurred, including attorneys' fees, in defense
of his right to a seat In the Senate resulting from the contest of the
1924 election of a Senator from the State of Iowa.

The amendment was, ou page 1, line 4, after the word * to,”
to insert “James G. Mitehell, nttorney for “

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I notice that all these amounts
are in even sums, $5,000, $10,000, and so on. I should like to
ask the chairman of the committee how the committee arrive
at the amounts? Do they simply make an estimate of what
they think ought to be allowed, or are bills presented for the
expenditures?

Mr. KEYES. Mr. President, I am sorry the Senator from
Kentucky [Mr. ErNst] is not present. The information I have
was obtained from that Senator. I understand, however, that
these amounts have been determined by way of compromises.
I understood from him that much more was asked for attor-
peys and that in final settlement the amounts in many cases
were reduced one-half,

There may be some member of the Committee on Privileges |

and Elections who can answer the question, but the Committee
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate
accepted the amoumnts as reported from the Committee on
Privileges and Elections,

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the chairman of the com-
mittee yield to me for a moment?

Mr. KEYES. I yield.

Mr. FESS. The Senator will recall that the Committee to
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses has no authority
to make any changes of any sort. That is why I think the
committee ought to be given a little authority in these matters,
or else it had better be discontinued.

Mr. BORAH. I think that is a good suggestion.
ply interested to know——

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. BORAH. Yes.

Mr. GOFF. I can state, as a member of the Committee on
Privileges and Elections, that the several accounts which have
been mentioned by the Senator from New Hampshire were
submitted to the committee; that the items in each instance,
except the one presented by Senator BrATTON, whose expenses
exceeded the statement presented, were larger than they have
now been reported; that the Committee on Privileges and Elec-
tions considered very carefully the items of expense as set out
in each and every case mentioned, except Senator BrATTON'S,
and finally unanimously cut down the amounts to the figures
which were recommended to the Committee to Audit and Con-
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate for its approval.
The amount requested by the Senator was approved as re-
quested.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment to the resolution reported by the commiftes.

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

* EXPENSES OF SENATORIAL ELECTIONS INVESTIGATION

Mr. KEYES. From the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back with an
amendment Senate Resolution 227, submitted by the Senator
from Missouri [Mr. BEep], and I ask unanimous consent for

I am sim-
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its present consideration. When this resolution was submitted
the amount authorized to be expended was left blank for some
reason. The amendment is in the last line of the resolution,
to insert the figures “ £10,000.”
I EEhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso-
ution.

The Chief Olerk read the resolution (8. Res. 227) submitted
by Mr. Reep of Missouri on May 21, 1926, as follows:

Resolved, That the speclal SBenate committee created pursuant to
Resolution 195, agreed to the 19th day of May, 1926, hereby is author-
ized to employ stenographic assistance, at a cost not exceeding 25
cents per hundred words, to report such hearings and proceedings ns
may be had in connection with any subject which may be before sald
committee and such clerical or other assistance as may be decmed
necessary by the committee, that all expenses incurred, including costs
of travel by the committee or their assistants, in furtherance of the
purposes of sald resolution, shall be pald out of the contingent fund
of the Benate upon wvouchers properly approved. The costs of this
investigation shall not exceed

The VICE PRESIDENT, ~Is there objection to the present
consideration of the resolution?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider
the resolution.

The amendment reported by the Committee to Audit and
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate was, on page 1,
line 13, after the dollar sign, to insert “10,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I wish to say to the
Senate, as one member of the committee appointed to conduct
the investigation under the resolution, that I hope the com-
mittee will not have to spend any such sum as is named. It
is, however, entirely possible, owing to the scope of the reso-
lution, that the eommittee, before Congress shall again con-
vene, will find itself confronted by a volume of work that will
require us to expend in excess of the amount named. I take it,
however, if an emergency of that kind shall arise, the com-
mittee will have to advance the expense and trust to the fair-
ness of the Senate, upon a proper showing, to reimburse it.

I make that statement now rather as a matter of information
to the Senate. My own opinion is that we will not need to
expend $10,000; but one can not tell in matters of this kind
how far an investigation will extend.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator how
much did the investigation of campaign expenditures cost a
few years ago?

Mr. REED of Missouri. Does the Senator refer to what was
called the Kenyon committee?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes.

Mr. REED of Missouri, My present recollection is that the
investigation in that instance cost about $8,500. I understand
also that what is ealled the Borah committee, which sat, I
think, two years later, expended a much less sum. Of course,
one can readily see that it is impossible to judge one situation
by previous situations. For instance, we have just allowed
$26,800 to cover expenses in connection with the investigation
of the title to the seat formerly held by Senator Brookhart.
I have known contests to be carried on for much less, and I
can imagine easily that other contests might cost more. What
I am saying to the Senate now is said so that there may be
some record of the fact that the statement has been made to
the Senate that if the committee shall think that an emergency
exists which requires action and the funds shall be exhausted,
the committee may conclude to go ahead and trust to the fair-
ness of the Senate to reimburse it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 1s on agreeing to the
resolution as amended.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

RESIDENT ASSISTANT CLERK OF DISTRICT COM MITTEE

Mr. KEYES. From the Committee to Audit and Control the
(Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back favorably
without amendment Senate Resolution 205, submitted by the
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Carper].

AMr, CAPPER. I ask unanimons consent for the immediate
consideration of this resolution. It simply continues the pres-
ent arrangement as to the assistant clerk of the Senate Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia, and does not in any way
add to or change the present clerical foree of the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso-
lution.

The Chief Clerk read the resolution (8. Res. 205) submitted
by Mr. Caprer on April 19, 1926, and it was considered by
unanimouns consent and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That SBenate Resolution No. 28, agreed to March 10, 102
authorizing the Committee on the District of Columbia to employ a
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resident assistant clerk nntil the end of the first session of the Sixty-
ninth Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate,
hereby is continued in full force and effect until the end of the Bixty-
ninth Congress.

CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER BRIDGE

Mr. BINGHAM. From the Committee on Commerce I report
back favorably without amendment House bill 11385, granting
the consent of Congress to the Georgia-Florida Bridge Co. to
construct a toll bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or
near Neals Landing, in Seminole County, Ga.

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate
consideration of the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

RED RIVER EBRIDGE

Mr. BINGHAM, From the Committee on Commerce I report
back favorably with amendments House bill 7190, granting the
consent of Congress to the Grandfield Bridge Co., a corpora-
tion, to construet, maintain, and operate a bridge across Red
River and the surrounding and adjoining public lands, and for
other purposes,

Mr. PINE. 1 ask unanimous consent for the immediate
consideration of the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill

The amendments were, in section 1, on page 2, line 3, after
the word “Texas,” to insert a comma and the words “in
accordance with the provisions of the act entitled ‘An act to
regulate the consirmetion of bridges over navigable waters,’
approved XMarch 13, 1806, and subject to the conditions and
limitations contained in this act”; and on the same page, after
line 3, to strike out sections 2, 3, 4, and b, and to insert:

Sec, 2, There is hereby conferred upon the sald Grandfield Bridge
Co., a corporation, its successors and assigns, all such rights and
powers to enter upon lands and to acquire, eondemn, occupy, possess,
and use real estate and other property needed for the location, con-
struction, operation, and maintenance of such bridge and its approaches
and terminals, as are possessed by railroad corporations for railroad
purposes or by bridge corporations for bridge purposes In the State in
which such real estate or other property is situated, upon making fust
compensation therefor, to be ascertained and paid according to the
laws of such State, and the proceedings therefor ghall be the same as
in the condemnation and expropriation of property in such State.

8ec. 3. The said Grandfield Bridge Co., a eorporation, its successors,
and assigns, is hereby: autherized to fix and charge tolls for transit
over such bridge, and the rates of toll so fixed shall be the legal rates
until changed by the Becretary of War under the authority contained
in the act of March 23, 1906.

Bec. 4. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by the
Secretary of War, either the State of Oklahoma, the State of Texas,
any political subdivision of either of such States, within or adjoining
which any part of such bridge is located, or any two or more of them
jointly, may at any time acquire and take over all right, title, and
interest in such bridge and its approaches, and any interest in real
property necessary therefor, by purchase or by condemnation in ac-
cordance with the laws of elther of such State governing the acquisi-
tion of private property for publiec purposes by condemnation. If at
any time after the expiration of 20 years after the completion of guch
bridge the same is acqguired by condemnation, the amount of damages
or compensation. to be allowed shall not include good will, going value,
or prospective revenues or profits, but shall be limited to the sum of
(1) the amctual cost of constructing such bridge and its approaches,
less g reasonable deduction for actual depreeciation In value, (2) the
actual cost of acquiring such interests in real property, (3) actual
finaneing and promotion cost, not to exceed 10 per cent of the sum of
the cost of constructing the bridge and its approaches and acquiring
such interest in real property, and (4) actual expenditures for neces-
sary Improvements.

8ec. 5. If such bridge shall be taken over or acquired by the States
or political subdivisions thereof as provided in section 4 of this act,
and If tolls are charged for the use thereof, the rates of toll shall be
go adjusted as to provide a fund sufficlent to pay for the cost of main-
taining, repairing, and operating the bridge and its approaches, to
pay an adequate return on the cost thereof, and to provide a sinking
fund sufficient to amortize the amount paid therefor as soon as possible
under reasonable charges, but within a period of not to exceed 20
years from the date of acquiring the same. After a sinking fund
sufficlent to pay the cost of acquirlng the bridge and its approaches
ghall have been provided, such bridge shall thereafter be maintained
and operated free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall thereafter be so
adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed the amount necessary
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for the proper care, repair, maintenance, and operation of the bridge
and its approaches. An accurate record of the amount paid for acquir-
ing the bridge and its approaches, the expenditures for operating,
repairing, and maintaining the same, and of the dally tolls collected
shall be kept, and shall be available for the information of all persons
interested,

SkC. 8. The said Grandfield Bridge Co., a corporation, its successors
and assigns, shall within 90 daye after the completion of such bridge
file with the SBecretary of War a sworn itemized statement showing the
actual original cost of constructing such bridge and its approaches, the
actual cost of acquiring any interest in real property necessary there-
for, and the actual financing and promotion costs. The Secretary of
Wear may, at any time within three years after the completion of such
bridge, investigate the actual cost of constructing the same and for
such purpose the said Grandfield Bridge Co., a corporation, its suec-
cessors and assigns, shall make avallable all of its records in connec-
tion with the financing and the construction thereof. The findings of
the Secretary of War as to the actual original cost of the bridge shall
be conclusive, subject only to review in a court of equity for fraud or
gross mistake.

SEC. 7. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the
rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted to
the said Grandfield Bridge Co., a ecorporation, its successors and as-
slgns, and any corporation to which or any person te whom sueh
rights, powers, and privileges may be gold, assigned, or transferred, or
who shall acqulre the same by mortgage foreclosure or otherwise, is
hereby authorized and empowered to exercise the same as fally as
though conferred herein directly upon such corporation or person.

Sec. 8. The right to alter, amend, or repeal thig act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

OHI0O RIVER BRIDGE

Mr. BINGHAM. From the Committee on Commerce I report
back favorably with amendments House bill 10352, to extend
the time for comstructing a bridge across the Ohio River be-
tween Vanderburg County, Ind., and Henderson County, Ky.;
and at the request of the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr.
Warsox], who is not able fo be present, I ask unanimous con-
sent for its immediate consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The amendments were, in section 1, on page 2, line 2, after
the word “aet,” to strike out the balance of the section, as
follows:

The construction of such bridge shall not be commenced, nor shall
any alteration in such bridge be made either before or after its com-
pletion, until plans and specifications for such construction or altera-
tion have been submitted to the Secretary of War and the Chief of
Engineers and approved by them as being adequate from the standpolnt
of the volume and weight of traffic which will pass over it.

On the same page, after line 9, to strike out section 2, in the
following words:

8ec. 2. The said States of Indlana and Kentucky are hereby au-
thorized to fix and charge tolls for tramsit over such bridge, and the
rates so'fixed shall be the legal rates untll changed by the Secretary
of War under the authority contained in such act of March 238, 1906.

And on the same page, line 15, to change the section number
from 3 to 2.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time,

The bill was read the third time and passed.

POEM BY MR. C. B. GALBREATH

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, recently, on the oceasion of
some remarks which I made in this city, I quoted from the lines
of a poem by Mr. C. B. Galbreath, of my State, in answer to
the famous poem by Col. John MeCrae, entitled “ In Flanders
Fields.” Since that time I have had some inquiry as to the
authorship of those lines. I desire to have prinfed in the
Recorp a brief statement as to the anthorship,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is here printed, as follows:

The poem by Mr. Galbreath was written Febronary 10, 1918, and
was published on March 1 of that year. It has since been published
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from Alaska to Coblentz, Germany. It gained wide currency in the
newspapers in the summer and autumn of 1918, With McCrae's
poem it was set to music by the well-known composer, Mentor Crosse.
It has since appeared in six series of modern school readers, issued
by leading schoolbook publishiers of Philadelphia, Chicago, and Indi-
anapolis. It has been included in a number of anthologies and serlal
publications. The literary editor of the New York Times book review
has twice published his judgment that it is the best known of all
answers to MeCrae's great war Iyric.

Hundreds of thousands of school children dally read this poem in
their school readers.

The aunthor of this poem is the father of Capt. A. W. Galbreath, of
the Twelfth Engineers, who crossed the Atlantic on the Carmanig at
the same time that Gen. Charles Gates Dawes, now Vice President
of the United States, went abroad.

Captain Galbreath was with the first American troops to march
through London; that served with the British operations against
Cambrai in 1917, and in the great German drive of the following year.
He had active service until the close of the war,

1 think the following statement by Professor Galbreath concerning
the writing of this peem is worth preserving:

“IN FLANDERS TFIELDS

“In Flanders Fields, by Lieut. Col. John McCrae, is the greatest
poem ealled forth by the World War, It made the crimson poppy for
all time the emblem and the memento of that mighty conflict,

% Colonel McCrae had seen on the western battle front great armies
gradually melting away In the red whirlwind of war. As month after
month and the year passed, with the awful toll of death and mno
declsive victory, he came to believe that the ultimate result must be
the mutual destruction of the contending armies. With this thought
and possibly the premonition of his approaching death in Flanders
Fields, he wrote his immortal appeal that moved mightily our khaki-
clad legions who: took up arms to rescue a menaced world.

“ MeCrae's poem is the despairing cry, the resistless appeal of the
dead and dying:

“¢In Flanders fields the poppies blow
Between the e¢rosses, row on row,
That mark our place; and in the sky
The larks, still bravely singing fly,
Searce heard amid the guns below.

i YWe mre the dead. Short days ago
We lived, felt dawn, saw sunset glow,
Loved and were loved ; and now we lie

& In Flanders fields.

“ ke up our guarrel with the foe!
To you, from falling hands, we throw
The torch, Be yours to hold it high!
If ye break faith with us who die,
We sghall not sleep, though poppies grow
In Flanders fields.'

“ It was suggested that I attempt to write an answer to this appeal,
This I undertook to do with no thought that my lines would be pub-
lished. The way they got into print is not a matter of public interest.

“ Before writlng a line I said to myself: ‘If the Flanders dead
could hear, what would be the most comforting thing that we could
gay to them?' My answer to my own question was, *The most com-
forting thing that we could say to them would be that we would ecarry
their * torch,” their cause to triumph or make the supreme sacrifice
and sleep with them in Flanders fields."

* With that thought in mind I wrote the answer of the living—not
my answer alone, but my conception of the answer of 4,000,000 Amerl-
can soldiers who were pressing forward to the theater of war, re-
solved that the graves of the Flanders dead should not be desecrated
by the presence of a victorious foe:

“ In Flanders flelds the cannen boom
And fitful flashes light the gloom,
While up above, like eagles, fly
The fierce destroyers of the sky;
With stains the earth wherein you lle
Is redder than the poppy bloom,
In Flanders fields.

“ Sleep on, ye brave. The shrieking shell,
The quaking trench, the startled yell,
The fury of the battle hell
Shall wake you not; for all is well.
Sleep peacefully, for all is well.

“ Your flamlog torch aloft we bear,
With burning heart an oath we swear
To keep the falth, to fight it through
To crush the foe or sleep with you

In Flanders fields.”
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ULRIC 0. THYNNE

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for
the immediate consideration of House bill 3446. This is a bill
for the payment to Ulric O. Thynne, of London, England, of the
equivalent of £2,010 4s. 5d. in United States money for damages
to a building which was occupied by the Navy Department
during the World War, from July 16, 1917, to December 19,
1919. This bill has remained unpald since 1919, and the
Assistant Secretary of the Navy has requested me to bring this
matter urgently to the attention of the Congress, in order that
the bill may be paid. The House bill has been reported favor-
ably from the Committee on Claims and appears to be just and
proper and should be passed and the amount paid without
further delay.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is the@ objection to the immediate
consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

AGNES M, HARRISON

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, there is on the table a bill
coming from the House for the relief of Agnes M. Harrison.
It earries only $28. 1 ask unanimous consent for the imme-
diate consideration of the bill. :

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a
bill from the House of Representatives, which will be read.

The bill (H. R. 6507) for the relief of Agnes M. Harrison,

‘postmistress at Wheeler, Miss., was read the first time by its

title and the second time at length, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Postmaster General I3 authorized and
directed to credit to the account of Agnes M. Harrison, postmistress
at Wheeler, Miss., the sum of $28, being the amount paid on a forged
money order for which she was in no way responsible and without
fault or negligence on her part and for which amount her account
was debited,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the imme-
diate consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded fo consider the bill,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ADDRESS BY MAJ. GEN. HARRY TAYLOR, CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED
BTATES ARMY

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr.. Presidect, Maj. Gen. Harry Taylor,
Chief of Engineers of the War Department, who is soon to
retire by virtue of having reached the retirement age limit
after a distinguished and efficient career, delivered a very
interesting address on the evening of May 19 at a dinner here
in his honor, given by Hon. J. Hampton Moore, president of
the Atlantic Waterways Assoclation, I as™ that it be printed
in the RECORD.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so
ordered.

The matter referred to s here printed, as follows:

I am very sorry that I do not have the ability as an orator that my
good host has, so that I could more adequately express my apprecia-
tion of the very great honor that you have shown me in giving your
time to come to this dinner. -

The rewards of an Army officer are not great measured in this
world's goods, but he does get a reward in the satisfaction of work
honestly done to the best of his ability, and when his work meets with
gufficient approval from those with whom he has come most in contuct
to bring out such an expression of good will as is shown by your
presence here, I can assure you that hls reward is great indeed. This
gathering will be something that I shall always remember with the
deepest gratitude,

It has been my good fortune to be assoclated with river and harbor
work for the greater part of my service. I say good fortune because
[ thoroughly believe that an engineer officer’s association with the
river and harbor work is of great benefit to him professionally, for it
keeps him in touch with the business men of the country and with
his brother engineers, and enables him, when he is called to take part
in the defense of the country against an ememy, &8 we were in 1917,
for example, to do his share of the work with far greater efliclency
than he counld if it were not for these contacts. [ believe—in fact, I
am absolutely positive—that the Corps of Engineers performed its
work In the World War in a manner second to no other branch of the
Army, and I am also perfectly sure that it could not have equaled the
record it made had it not been for the experience gained in river and
harbor work., Nor do I think that the benefit is all on one side, for
the river and harbor work benefits from the training and honpesty of
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the Army engineer, By training I mean the habit of saying and doing
what he believes to be right, whether it is popular or not. That train-
ing comes from the hammering into him of the motto of West Point—
“ Honor, Duty, Country "—which is given blm as a cadet and as a
young officer, and from the traditions of the Corps of Engineers.

We have recently taken into the corps a number of officers who are
not graduates of West Point, but I have great faith in their making
good. 1 ean not imagine a man joining the Corps of Engineers, with
its traditions of honorable service, and not doing his utmost to keep
its traditions unsullied.

I do not want to be understood as saying that I believe that the
Corps of Engineers has a monopoly on upright and honest men, but I
do very firmly believe that under no other organization can you get
the same independence of action that you get from the Corps of En-
gineers. This comes not only from the training and traditions of the
corps, that compel a man to do his best, but also from the fact that
his position as an officer depends not at all upon the favors of any
political party. No man whose position is not thus assured can have
quite the independence of thought and action that an officer has.

As I said before, I have been connected with river and harbor work
most of my service. 1 first reported for river and harbor duty in
Wilmington, N. C., to General Blxby, as his assistant, when bhe was a
captain and I was a second Heutenant. One of my very early ex-
periences in Wilmington was making a trip from Beaunfort part way
to Wilmington through the sounds of North Carolina, over what will
be, when it is completed, part of theé intracoastal e¢anal. 1 therefore
came into contact with the intracoastal eanal very early in my career,
and I have been interested in it ever since that time. The trip
through the sounds was made in a sharpie, which drew probably 6
inches of water, but we were obliged to so time our trip as to pass
certain points at high tide in order to insure enough water to float
even the sharpie. I remember very well that after we had left the
sound at Its western end, we made the rest of the trip to Wilmington
in a buggy. One day we stopped for lunch in the pine woods, and
attempted to roast some of the famous New River oysters beside a
large stump. We lighted our fire and placed the oysters in it. We
soon discovered that the stump was of lightwood, which you probably
know is the part of a pine tree which has been bled for turpentine and
which becomes thoroughly soanked with the turpentine, so that the
term * lightwood " is well applied. It is hardly necessary for me to
say that when that fire started, it started in a bnsinessllke way, and
we abandoned the oysters very promptly

In those days, there was little system in river and hnrhor procedure.
Frojects were adopted with or without prellminary investigations. The
Investigations, when made, were not made systematically—each officer
reporting pretty much according to his own ideas as to what ought to
be incloded in his reports. It Is therefore small wonder that the term
*“ pork barrel ™ was applied to the river and harbor work as carried on
in those days, for the adoption of the project depended about as much
upon some individual's influence in Congress as it did upon the com-
mercial value of the proposed Improvement.

In 1902, as you know, the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Har-
bors was authorized. Beginning with that time the river and harbor
procedure has been gradually systematized, until to-day all river and
harbor projects which come before Congress are systematically and
thoroughly examined. While it ean not be said that the Corps of
Engineers makes 100 per cent in its predictions as to what will take
place when projects are adopted, I believe that its record is extremely
high,

Appropriations were also made without any regularity. It was
generally understood that a river and harbor bill carrying an appropria-
tion would be passed every two years, but there was always a great
state of uncertainty as to whether such a bill would be passed every
two years and as to what amount it would carry. The appropriation
bills, when passed, carried generally from about $14,000,000 to $20,-
000,000, or possibly $25,000,000. Under these circumstances it is
quite remarkable that as good results were obtained as was the case,
With the present procedure and regularity of appropriations which
have been made in the past few years and which I firmly believe will
continue in the future, we are making great progress toward the com-
pletion of the river and harbor projects, which have been heretofore
adopted. The next five years—if reasonable-sized appropriations con-
tinue, as I believe they will—should see most of the projects now on
the books practically completed.

Colncident with more systematic examination of projects and greater
regularity of appropriations, the Engineer Department has been con-
stantly striving for greater efliciency in carrying on the work. Great
attention has been given to all details with the result that, relatively,
the costs of the work, particularly that done by hired labor, have been
greatly reduced. For example, the cost of dredging with our seagoing
hopper dredges has been practically cut in two in the last six years,
so that the cost to-Gay is but little more than it was prior to the
World War. In 1920 our fleet of 24 of these dredges removed 19,000,000
enbie yards of material at a cost of 10.7 cents per cubic yard, In 1925
the same number of dredges—Dbut several of them of a newer and better
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type than those used in 1920—removed 49,000,000 cuble yards at a
cost of 9.2 cents per cabic yard. This result has been largely due
to the larger and more regular appropriations enabling us to make
definite plans for carrying on the work in an economical way.

There is now pending, as you may know, a bill before Congress, known
as the Campbell bill (H, R. 8902), which would require practically
all work to be dome by contract. It would deprive the Engineer De-
partment of the discretion Which it now has in carrylng on work, by con-
tract or otherwise, as may be most advantageous and economical to the
United States. In my opinion this bill, if enacted into law, would not
only very seriously hamper the progress of river and harbor work but
would increase its cost by many milllons—probably hundreds of milllons
of dollars. Extenslve hearings were held on this bill by the Judiclary
Committee of the House, and I believe that every charge against the
pregent method of carrying on the work that was made by the pro-
ponents of the blll was positively and definitely answered; but not-
withstanding this, I understand that the subcommittee has reported
favorably to the full committee. The bill is not in the interests of the
United States, but of certain eontractors who could absolutely hold up
the activities of the Engineer Department and stop work unless they
were paid their own price for doing the work.

The proponents of the bill brought up numerous cases of alleged in-
efficlency on the part of the Engineer Department. For example, it was
charged that the Highway Bridge across the Potomac River here in
Washington was estimated to cost $1,000,000, and built by day labor
at a cost of $3,500,000. The president of the Contractors’ Association
stated in a public interview that they had all of the facts in this case,
and that if they did not have them they would be foolish to make such
statements. As a matter of public record, the bridge was estimated to
cost $1,196,000, and it was built by contract for $1,192,000. This is on
a par with most of the statements which were made.

The sole argument upon which they appear to depend at the present
time is that the Engineer Department has too much plant for the
amount of work which It does, and that comsequently it must be in-
efficiently operated. They include in this plant, for example, the
dredges on the Mississippi River which are used only during the low-
water season, when they are used for cutting through bars which would
otherwise block navigation, Tt may be readily imagined what wounld
happen to navigation on the river if it were required that this work be
done by contract, and yet that is what wounld have to be done if the
bill as originally presented to Congress became a law. The contractors
say that for a plant to justify itself the cost of the least amount of
work it should do annually must be three times the value of the plant.
The present value of our seagoing hopper dredges is about £12,500,000,
This plant then should do $£37,500,000 of work annually. As I have
stated, this plant last year dug 49,000,000" cubic yards of material, and
this is pretfy near the maximum ecapacity of the plant, If it gets up to
50,000,000 cubie yards this year, it would earn $37,500,000 if the cost
was 75 cents per cubie yard. The actunal cost, exclusive of interest and
depreciation, was 9.2 cents per cubic yard. If we add 4 per cent for
interest and 5 per cent for depreciaiion, the cost becomes 113 cents
per cubic yard, or 15 per cent of what the contractors say would be a
minimom price for the work. This gives a fair picture, according to
the contractor’s own statements, of what would happen to the costs of
river and harbor work if the Campbell bill were made law.

This is a subject in which all of you gentlemen should take a very
active interest and inform yourselves fully as to what the effect of this
bill would be if enacted into law on the projects in which you are inter-
ested. The bearings are printed and I presume copies can be easily
obtained.

Recently a question as to the method of the collection of commercial
statistics arose. 1 asked the River and Harbor Board to make me a
report upon this matter. The board made a very interesting report on
the subject, and in the course of its report made a comparison between
the amount of freight carried by our inland waterways and that carried
by the railroads of the country. This comparison-showed that the cliss
1 railroads of the country, with a mileage of about 250,000 (first track),
handled in 1923 about 1,280,000,000 tons of revenue freight.

The inland waterways, with a mileage, including unimproved sec-
tions, of some 80,000, or about ome-eighth that of the rallroads,
handled in the same year, omitting all known duplications, some
200,000,000 tons, or about one-sixth that of the railroads. The savings
to the country by the inland waterways system as a whole, after meet-
ing all fixed and operating charges, amounted to about $150,000,000
annually, or between 30 per cent and 40 per cent of the total invest-
ment In these waterways. If anyone would care for a full copy of
the report of the board, I should be very glad indeed to give it to hiin.

As I stated early in this talk, I have been interested in the develop-
ment of our intracoastal capals during muoch of my service. I had
hoped that the link between the Chesapenke and Delaware Bay would
be completed during my term of office ; but due to an unfortunate acei-
dent this link can not be completed until some time next fall. There
Has been, as you know, a constantly growing traffic through the sec-
tlons that are in operation, even if not ecompleted, and I am sure that
with the completion of these sections the traffic will increase at a still
more rapid rate, I look forward to the time when it will be possible
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for a hoat to go from New York to Florida, across Florida, and along
the Gulf eoast to Corpus Christi without ever going into the ocean. I
am sure that some time such a waterway will be constructed, and that
when it is constrocted It will carry a commerce that will fully Justify
its cost.

The Atlantic Deeper Waterways Assoclation, of which our host Is
president, has done much in keeping alive the movement for the im-
provement of this system of waterways, and I am sure that he will
never let the subject die for lack of attention.

I wish again to express my very great appreciation of the honor you
have conferred upon me this evening,

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for
immediate action upon Senate bill 4320, Order of Business 1005,
for the relief of the State of North Carolina.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr. SMOOT. Let the bill be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eté., That the State of North Carclina and the United
States property and disbursing officer of the National Guard of the
Btate of North Carolina are hereby relieved from accountability for
certnin property belonging to the United States, of the value of
$£1,904.59, constituting a part of the property lost through the careless-
ness and negligence of C, E. Earle, jr., formerly a captain, Company B,
One hundred and fifth Engineers, North Carolina National Guard, V. E.
Everett, formerly a captain, Company I, One bundred and twentieth
Infantry, North Carelina National Guard, and F. H. Thompson, for-
merly a first lieutenant, Headquarters Battery, Third Battalion, One
hundred and seventeenth Field Artillery, North Carolina National
Guard, as shown in reports of survey of the War Department, dated
Seplember 9, 1925,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the immediate
consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator make a brief
explanation of the bill?

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, these losses were sustained
by reason of the gross carelessness of certain officers of the
National Guard. Upon that carelessness being called to the
attention of the State, the State at once took action, and re-
lieved these officers from tbeir positions. This matter was sub-
mitted to the department, and the department recommended that
the State be relieved from a portion of these losses, specifying
the parts of the losses from the payment of which the State
should be relieved.

I will read a portion of the letter of Lieutenant Colonel Me-
Adams dealing with this matter:

WaAr DEPARTMENT, MILITIA BUREAU,
Washington, March 12, 1926,
Subject : Reports of survey.
To: The Chief of Finance.

1. Herewith survey reports 143.8 (QM.) NC-184 (Ord.), NC-46,
(cngr,) NC-5, and (Med.) NC-3, covering property losses in the fol-
Jowing amounts:

Quartermaster

$1, 047. 38
471. 08

Ordnance. 0

Engineer fard 19. 07

Medical 2 9.32
Total 1, 546. 85

2, The evidence shows that the losses occurred through the gross
carelessness and neglect of the responsible officer, Capt. V. E. Everett,
Company I, One hundred and twentieth Infantry, North Carolina Na-
tional Guard; that the State authorities took prompt action by reliev-
ing this officer from command, revoking his commission, and bringing

_him to trial; and that the responsible officer hag no financial resgurces.

3. While the State is liable for the acts of its agents, in view of the
circumstances of this case it is recommended that the State be relieved
of responsibility, except as to the following items.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, was the loss by theft or by
destruetion of property, or otherwise?

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not know exactly the character of the
negligence. .

Mr. SMOOT. There is nothing in the report to show?

Mr. SIMMONS. There is nothing in the report to show.

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no amendment to be
proposed, the bill will be reported to the Senate.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,

ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

JUNE 3

PRICES OF CRUDE OIL, GASOLINE, ETO.

Mr. TRAMMELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of Senate Resolution 31.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso-
lution.

The Chief Clerk read Senate Resolution 31, submitted by
Mr. TramMMELL on March 10, 1925, as follows:

Resolved, That the Federal Trade Commission be, and is herehy,
directed to investigate and report to the Senate at the next session of
Congress .

First. The very material advances recently made in the price of crude
oil, gasoline, kerosene, and other petroleum products, and whether or
not such price increases were arbitrarily made and unwarranted.

Second. Whether or not there has been any understanding or agree-
ment between various oil companies or manipulations thereby to raise
or depress prices, or any conditions of owmnership or control of oil
properties or of refining and marketing facilities in the industry which
prevent effective competition.

Third. The profits of the principal companies engaged in the pro-
ducing, refining, and marketing of crude oil, gasoline, kerosene, and
other petroleum products during the years 1922, 1923, 1024, and 1925,
and also such other matters us may have bearing upon the subjects
covered by the provisions of this reselution.

Mr. HARRELD. Mr. President, I have no objection at all to
this resolution being taken up at this time. I want to address
myself to the resolution for a little while. As far as I am
concerned I will not object to its consideration, if there is no
other objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the immedi-
ate consideration of the resolution?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, has the routine
morning business been disposed of?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not as yet.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think that ought to be dis-
posed of first. We have a unanimous-consent agreement to
vote on a motion for reconsideration at the conclusion of the
routine morning business, and I think it should be concluded
before anything else is taken up. I call for the regular order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The introduction of concurrent
and other resolutions is in order.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I do not want to be dis-
agreeable; I do not mean it that way; but the Senator from
Washington sat in his seat and allowed at least six or eight
different matters to come up out of order and be considered.
Thirty minutes have been occupied in that way, and he has not
objected to anything except this resolution for the investiga-
tion of the increase of oil prices.

1 am going to object to anything being taken up out of order.
I do not mean to be disagreeable, but if it becomes necessary
to fight in that way for a fair deal, I am going to fight in that

way.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, the Senator, of
course, understands the difference between this situation and
the others. The other matters were passed without any discus-
sion. It is understood that there will be considerable discus-
sion on this resolution, and all that I want to do is simply to
ask that the routine morning business be disposed of; that
is all. I am nof going to oppose the consideration of the Sen-
ator's resolution.

Mr. TRAMMELL. The other bills and resolutions that have
been taken up out of order have occupied about 35 minutes,
and the first thing we know the morning hour will be gone,
because no doubt various and sundry other bills will be taken
up in the same way.

Mr, JONES of Washington. There was no serious consid-
eration or discussion of these bills, As I say, I am not oppos-
ing the Senator's resolution, but I think this is the best way to
deal with the situation.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I do not think there will be
considerable discussion of the resolution. I think the Senate
is ready to act on it. I do not know of any Senator who is
going to discuss it except the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr.
Hagrern], and I shounld not think he would speak very long.
How long does the Senator think he would like to speak?

Mr, HARRELD. Probably not over 20 or 30 minutes.

Mr. HEFLIN. It seems to me that we ought to dispose of
the resolution this morning and not let it go over another day,

Mr. JONES of Washington. No dounbt we will soon get to it
if we will conclude the routine morning business and take the
vote that has been agreed on.

TRANSFER OF EMPLOYEES OF ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
a re;;).lnﬁon coming over from a preceding day, which will be
stat




The Chief Clerk read Senate Resolution 238, submitted by
Mr. Norris on yesterday.
Mr. CURTIS. 1 ask that the resolutlon lie on the table
without prejudice.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over with-
out prejudice,
CARE OF DEPENDENT CHILDREN

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business having been
concluded, the Chair lays before the Senate the special order
for this hour, namely, House bill 7669, the so-called mothers’
aid bill. Under the order of the 1st instant the question is on
the motion of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BLEASE]
to reconsider the vote by which the Senate rejected the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Caprer] to
strike out section 1 as amended.

In order to clear the parliamentary situation, however, the
vote ordering the engrossment of the amendments and the third
reading of the bill should first be reconsidered; and, without
objection, this will be done.

The question now is upon the motion to reconsider the vote
on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas,

Mr. BRUCE. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Smitr]. In
his absence I withhold my vote.

Mr. DILL (when his name was called). I have a pair with
the junior Senator from Arizona [Mr, Camrrox]. Not know-
ing how he would vote if he were present, I withhold my vote.

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). On this vote
I have a pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
Egxst]. In his absence I withhold my vote, If permitted to
vote, I would vote “mnay,” and the Senator from Kentucky
would vote “ yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr, BROUSSARD. I am paired with the senior Senator
from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses]. Not knowing how he
would vote, I withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I would
vote “ nay.”

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (after having voted in the nega-
tive), I have a general pair with the senior Senator from
Maine [Mr. Ferxatp]. I am not advised as to how he wounld
vote on this question if he were present. I have already voted
in the negative, but under the circumstances I withdraw my
vote.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to announce that the
junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. nv Poxt] has a general
pair with the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER].

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 34, as follows:

YEAR—43
Ashurst Gillett McMaster Robinson, Ind.
Bingham Goff MeNary Backett
Blease ['oodlng Means Shortridge
Bruce Greene Metealf Smoot
Butler Harreld Neely Steck
Capper Jones, Wash, Norbeck Underwood
Couzens Keyes Oddie Walsh
Cummins Klng Pepper Weller
Deneen La Faollette Phipps Wheeler
Frazier Lenroot Pine Williams
George MecLean Reed, Pa.
NAYS—34

Bayard Glass Overman Stephens
Borah Hale Pittman Swanson
Bratton Harris Ransdell Trammell
Caraway Heflin Reed, Mo. yEOn
Copeland Howell Robinson, Ark. adsworth
Edge Johnson 1 arren
Edwards Kendrick Sheppard Willis
Ferris McKellar Shipstead
Gerry Mayfield Simmons

NOT VOTING—19
Broussard du Pont Harrison Nye
Cameron Ernst Jones, N, Mex, Bmith
Curtis Fernald McKinley Stanfield
Dale Fess Moses Watson
Dill Fletcher Norris

So the Senate reconsidered the vote by which AMr. CAPPER'S
amendment was rejected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The vote having been reconsidered,
the question now is on agreeing to the amendment offered by
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Carper], which the clerk will
read.

The CaHmr CrErk. Strike out section 1, in the following
words :

That there is hereby established in the Distriet of Columbia a board
to be kuown as the children’s aid board, hereinafter referred to as the
board, to be composed of five members appointed by the Commissioners
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of the District of Columbia. Appointments to the board shall be made
without diserimination as to sex, color, religion, or political affiliation.

The terms of office of the members first taking office shall expire, as
designated by the commissioners, two at the end of the second year,
two.at the end of the fourth year, and one at the end of the sixth year
after the date of the enactment of this act. The terms of office of all
successors shall expire six years after the expiration of the terms for
which their predecessors were appointed, except that any member ap-
pointed to fill a vacancy occurring prior to the expiration of the term
for which his predecessor was appointed shall be appointed only for the
unexpired term of his predecessor, and any member in office at the
expiration of the term for which he was appointed may continue in
office until his successor takes office.

The board shall, at least blenninlly, designate a member to act as
chairman.

Vacancies in the board shall not impair the powers of the remalning
members to execute the functions of the board, and a majority of the
members in office shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of the
business of the board.

No person shall be appointed as a member of the board unless he
has been a bona fide resident of the District of Columbia for at least
three years immediately preceding the appointment, Members of the
board shall not be entitled to receive compensation for their services on
the board.

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll

Mr. BROUSSARD (when his name was ealled). T have a
general pair with the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Moses], I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from New
Mexico [Mr. Bratrox] and vote “mnay.”

Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called). Making the same
announcement I made before, I withhold my vote.

Mr. DILL (when his name was called). I have a pair with
the junior Senator from Arizona [Mr., CaumErox]. In his ab-
seence, not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote.

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as before, I withhold my vote.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I have a general pair with the
senior Senator from Maine [Mr. Ferxarp]. I transfer that
pair to the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. StepHENS]
and vote “ nay.”

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to announce that the
junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Poxr] has a general
pair with the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. FrercHER].

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 35, as follows:

YEAS—41
Bingham Goft McNary Shortridge
Blease Gooding Metealf Smoot dg.
Bruce Greene Neely Steck
Butler Harreld Norbeck Underwood
Capper Jones, Wash, Oddie Walsh
Couzens Eeyes Pepper Weller
Cummins hlng Phipps Wheeler
Deneen La Follette Pine Williams
Frazier Lenroot Reed, Pa.
George MecLean Robinson Ind.
Gillett McMaster Sackett
NAYS—3b

Ashurst Gerry McKellar Shipstead
Bayard Glass Mayfield Bimmons
Borah Hale Overman Swanson
Broussard Harris Pittman Frammell
Caraway Heflin Ransdell n
Copeland Howell Reed, Mo. Wadsworth

Johngon Robinson, Ark. arren
Edwards Jones, N. Méx, Schall illis
Ferris Kendrick )

NOT VOTING—20

Bratton du Pont Harrison Nye
Cameron Ernst M Smith
Curtis Fernald Means Stanfield
Dale Fesa Moses Stephens
Dil Fletcher Norris Watson

So Mr. Carrer's amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CAPPER. The Senate having reversed its action of last
Monday, at which time it disagreed to certain other minor
amendments, I now offer again those amendments and ask that
they may be agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas offers
certain amendments, which will be stated.

The Caier CrLerx. On page 2, line 24, after the word
“board,” insert the words * of public welfare of the District
of Columbia, hereafter called the board.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Curer Crerg. And on page 6, line 7, strike out the
words “a secretary” and the comma.

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHiEr CrLERE. Renumber the sections.

The amendment was agreed to,
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The VICE PRESIDENT. If there are no further amend-
ments to be proposed to the bill in the Senate, the question is,
Shall the amendments be engrossed and the bill read a third
time?

The amendments were ordered fo be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time,

The bill was read the third time and passed,

The title was amended so as fo read: “An act to provide
home care for dependent children in the District of Columbia.”

MEMORIAL ADDRESS BY SENATOR BINGHAM

Mr, JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent to have printed in the Recomrp the address de-
livered by the junior Senator from Connecticut [Mr, BixcaAM]
on Memorial Day at the National Cathedral open-air service
in the amphitheater,

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

ADDRESS DELIVERED BY MR, BIN(_;HAH MAY 30, 1926, AT THE NATIONAL
CATHEDHRAL OPEN-AIR SERVICE IN THE AMPHITHEATER

We are lving in a world of speed. Ev;lr}' time a horse succeeds
in traveling faster than any horse previously has gone we regard it as
an item of news of general interest. Nothing gets more attention or
more publicity than the ereation of new speed records, Let a man run
faster than any other man has ever run before, and he is hailed as a
gpeed king, Let a man drive a motor car faster than it has ever been
driven before, and he is regarded as having accomplished an enviable
achievement. We praise the airplane becanse in it we can travel at
greater speed than in any other device so far Invented by man. Time
flies. We long to keep up with it; so we would fly, too. We marvel at
and admire the speed of light, the speed with which the human voice
can be transmitted by telephone or by radio over countless thousands of
miles In the twinkling of an eye.

Perhaps our worship of speed may be justified by the fact that it is
the only way in which we can seem to prolong the time which has
been allotted to us, There are ouly 24 hours in the day. No amount
of wishing or scheming ecan increase their number or length by the
fraction of a second. By speed, however, we can crowd more things
into the day and so appear to lengthen it. Whether our lives are en-
riched thereby is another question. The fact remains we live in an age
of speed. We read the headlines so as the more guickly to make a
comprehensive survey of the news, We glance at the world's news
through the i[llustrated papers or through the news feature of the
movies, and in this fleeting glimpse we form a momentary conception
of what is going on, with less expenditure of energy and less expendi
ture of time than in any other way.

The very speed at which we live, however, and which we are con-
gtantly striving to increase causes the deeper significance of the eveuts
of the day to escape our attention. Events pass by without leaving a
lasting impression on our memories. We press forward eagerly; but
we do not always hold fast to that which is good. In a word, we are
go concerned with the rapid panorama of events which is speeding by
that we easily forget what has gone before. We do not spend enough
time in reflection.

The person who strolls along a country lane or through a wood-
land path has a chance to contemplate the beauties which nature
unfolds before him, to enjoy the delicate tracery of the leaves, the
exquisite symmetry of the trees, the restful play of light and shade,
the silent wafting here and there In the sunlight of a fragile butterfy,
the brief, sweet note of a hidden warbler, or the rich, mellow trill of a
thrush. On the other hand, we who speed along the very same lane
in a modern motor car are not only deprived of the full enjoyment
of these pleasures but can scarcely retain a distinet memory of what
we have seen.

Our knowledge of events and of government is derived so largely
from a medium which takes a Just pride in the speed at which it is
produced, printed, and distributed, small wonder is it that we do
not have more appreciation for the beauties of our history or the
nobility of our institutions. Events which are more than a few years
old are generally forgotten. Their significance is frequently disre-
garded or entirely overlooked. Our lives are so filled with fleeting
interests and amusements, sensations, and distractions that we scarcely
give a thought to those free institutions or those patriotic heroes to
whom we owe our blessings. We tend to forget the sacrifices which
have been made for us and for our country.

Consequently every lover of his country, everyone who is proud
to bear the name American should be grateful for the custom which
brings us together on Decoration Day, which leads us to honor the
memory of those who have given their lives that we might live.
Greater love hath no man than this that he lay down his life for
bis friend. In these days of speed it is so easy for us to forget—it
is 8o bard for us to remember. For our own good and for the honmor
of our country it is appropriate that we pause and remember the
cost of liberty and union and freedom. - ]
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America did not come ns the result of a benevolent law or decres.
America did not come by wishing. America did not come by soft living
and the avoidance of hardship. America came through toil and sacri-
fice. In colonial days our ancestors struggled to wrest the rugged
wilderness from those savage tribes and still more savage beasts who
possessed it

They laid down their lives for home and country, for the cause of
freedom. They toiled manfully for independence. In Revolutionary
days, 150 years ago, they risked being hanged as traitors in order that
they might preserve their ideals and their rights to govern themselves.
They dicd on many battle fields in the cause of liberty and for the land
of their birth, They found comfort in those lines of the Latin poet,
Horace, * Dulce et decorum est, pro patria morl.” Sweet and proper
Is it to die for one's country. Thelr character was strengtbened by
the way they met difficulties. At Bunker HIill, at Valley Forge, at
Saratoga, at Yorktown, they suffered and died for the inalienable rights
of man, * Life, Hberty, and the pursuit of happiness.,” They believed
in the ideal of a self-governing community, To their communities they
were loyal, even unto death. They believed that without community
life there could be no peace. Without neighborliness ench man’s hand
had been against that of every other man. In a community fortified
by friendship, morality, and brotherly love they had built up that close
bond of sympathy which makes life worth living. They gave every-
thing they had for their ideals. Nothing was too hard or too difficult
when their ideals of local self-government; or the right of representa-
tive government, or the rights of free men, were the prizes to be
achieved. And they did not forget that eternal vigllance is the price
of liberty.

Then came the great struggle between the States. The days when
the ery was * The ['nion must and shall be preserved.” The days when
Abraham Lineoln and the boys whom he called to the colors gave their
lives for the preservation of the Union; and their brothers across tha
line laid down their lives for ideals equally dear to them. To-day wa
all unite in worshipping the memory of the author of the Gettyshurg
address and the second inaugural. We go to the beautiful temple on
the banks of the Potomac where Lincoln sits in marble as he so0 often
sat in life, pondering on how best to serve America, with a heart free
from malice. * With malice toward none: with charity for all.” Wae
like to remember his life with its bumble beginnings and its glorious
culmination. * With firmness In the rizht as God gives us to see the
right.,” He stood for service. He died for his country.

And so with those thousands of others whom we honor to-day.
They gave thelr lives for our country. Let us reward them by keep-
ing our Amerlcan ideals pure and lofty.

We admire them for their courage. We recognize that fear is well-
nigh universal. All our lives we struggle against fear of one sort or
another—fear of bardship; fear of offending those we admire; fear
of ridicule; fear of suffering; fear of the unknown. Nevertheless wa
despise those who yield to fear. We admire those who overcome it,
And to-day in particular we admire those who showed their courage
and overcame their fears because they loved America.

The soldiers who fell in the World War perhaps had more cause
for reasonable fear than those of any other war. Not only did they
have to face the buliets and bayonets of the armles in front of them,
but they had to overcome the unseen terror of polson gas. Instead of
being able to get behind some sheltering rock or tree and thereby at
least imagine safety fromy the missiles of the enemy, they had air-
planes flying overhead dropping death from the skies. They even
fought in the air, miles above their accustomed sphere, The wonder is
that they could stand it; and yet we know our men went resolutely
forward into battle, not driven like sheep nor whining to be excused,
but courageously facing death and destruction. We admire their cour-
age and discipline, their prompt obedience and self-restraint. We are
proud of their record as Americans. We rejoice in their manly quall-
ties. They served their country well.

How gseldom do we serve our country as well as we could or with
all our might! They gave thelr lives for America, these soldlers whom
we here commemorate to-day. They sought no benefits for themselyes,
no finanelal gain, no luxurlous comfort. They showed self-reliance,
gelf-restraint, and with it all a splendid courage. They showed an
honorable discipline, yet with it all initiative and independence. Let
us to-day rededicate ourselves to the service of our country, so that
these who died for us ghall not have died in vain.

What does America need to-day? More laws, more rules for con-
duct? No. Maultiplicity of laws did not make the people of Christ's
time good or happy. A mage of laws had been perfected In an effort to
provide for all possible contingencies. The Pharasees and Sadducees
made many careful laws. The results were poor. Then came from
Jegus Christ the essence of the whole matter, not more laws but fewer,
only two—love God and love thy nelghbor as thyself—the spirit of
rellgion. In America we admire the Golden Rule more than any other
rule of conduct. *“ Do unto others as you would have them do unto
you." This Is the one thing needful, If we could only carry that out,
if we could only instill into our children that principle, then we should
be able to repeal most of our laws and spend less time in multiplylog -
new oned. America needs not more laws, but more religlon, Not more
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rules, but more good will. Not mere regulations, but more regard for
others. In this way can we make our country worthy of the great
sacrifices, the highest sacrifice of all made for it by those whose
memory we honor to-day. ;

These departed heroes whom we call to memory to-day gave their
lives for their country, All that a man has will be given for his life,
Possessions are of little use withont life. Yet these boys made the
supreme sacrifice for America. How much are we willing to sacrifice?
How many of us will volunteer our lives for the service of our country?
To-day is the best of all days to follow the example of these heroes
and consecrate our lives to our country’s service,

Let us first of all remember that we are not the subjects of a
benevolent sovereign to whom as Americans we owe allegiance and who
will in return grant us immunity from trouble. We are citizens of a
republic. On the shoulders of each one of us rest certain responsibilities
as citizens. Subjects of wise monarchs have few responsibilities. On
the other hand, a ecitizen without responsibility ceases to be a citizen
and becomes a subject, There are some Americans who so desire to
see reforms come quickly, they would prefer to be the subjects of a
benevolent paternalistic government than the free citizens of a republic.
There are others who dislike to be annoyed by the duties of citizenship,
who prefer to look to government for blessings rather than to look to
themselves for the effort required to be good citizens.

Our supine disregard of the duties of citizenship has enabled sel-
fish interests to exercise governmental control for personal gain rather
than for the public good. Many ef the laws on our statute books, as
well as many of the proposed laws now before our law-making bodies,
are framed with the idea of relieving the citizen of his normal and
natural responsibilities and placing them on the Government. Many
of our laws are necessary because of our unwillingness to accept our
full duty as citizens. Some of these laws are like superficial cures for
fundamental diseases. They do not go to the root of the matter. An
evil symptom is seen. The law is aimed at the symptom rather than
at the disease. The symptom may be some discomfort or distress.
The disease is our careless or selfish failure to exercise the rights and
duties of citizenship. The cure is not more legislation, but more
painstaking, self-reliant, unselfish devotion to the responsibilities of
citizenship.

In the second place, let us aim to change existing law only when
we are sure that the proposal would facilifate the swift administra-
tion of justice. If we are unselfish in our attitude toward our privi-
leges as citizens, there will be no need to curtail personal liberty. The
only legitimate curtailment of personal liberty is when and where its
exercise endangers the safety and liberties of our fellow citizens. Fur-
thermore, let nus do all we can to encourage self-rellance in the in-
dividual citizen, remembering the dangers to popular government from
the growth of paternalism and the strengthening of a benevolent des-
potism. Let ns courageously take up our own burdens instead of
trying to lay them on the shoulders of our fellow citizens through the
thinly velled guise of welfare legislation. Let us go to the root of
the matter and face the facts. Unless we check the present tendency
toward an indigeriminate recourse to legislation te cure public and
private ills, we are likely to lose the most precious inheritance of the
citizens of that America for which these heroes died.

That Inheritance is fhe American spirit, the indomitable spirit
which overcomes difficnities, which faces danger without flinching, It
{s the spirit of '76. It is the spirit of the independent citizen who has
gained strength and self-respect through his own determined efforts,
When a man gives up baseball and lets some one else play it for him,
he ceases to be a good player and soon loses the power of playing well.
When a man gives up the habit of performing an act for himself, he
soon loses the power and inclination to do it.

When a man gives up trying to solve his own problems and asks
others to solve them for him, he loses the power to solve them. He
also loses the satisfaction of having solved them himself, Like the
soldier who runs away in battle, he saves his life, but loses the joy of
living. He saves his gkin, but loses his self-respect. * For what shall it
profit a man, if he shall gain the whole world, and lose his own soul? ™

When we ask government to come to our relief, and make our
troubles less and our lives easier, we are asking government to take
away from us the chance to gain one of the deepest of joys, one of the
most durable satisfactions of life, one of the things that makes life
worth living, the joy of self-reliance, the satisfaction of self-respect.
We may gain physical comforts. We may gain economic relief; but we
loge what is far more important, far more precious, the sense o! inner
power, the sense of manly achievement.

We lose the joy of viectory, a victory won by one’s own efforts.
Who is it tpkes the most lasting gatisfaction in a victorious battle, the
persons whose lives and property were saved from the ememy, or the
soldiers who fought and struggled and suffered? Those who received
the benéfits soon forget, Their joy soon fades. Those who struggled
never forget. Their joy remains. Thelr satisfaction and content is like

the clear cool water of a deep well far below the noise and storms of

life.
The most precious thing in the world is character.

is far above riches.

A good pame
If our children have character, then America will
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be safe. If they have character, they can be trusted to build up an
America of the future worthy of the soldiers we commemorate to-day.
But character can not be had for the asking. The glory of character
is like the glory of pure gold that has come through the refiner’s fira
and had its dross burned away in the heat of conflict. The strength
of character 1s like the strength of an athlete, which comes from long,
grinding training, patient attention to duty, and a daily struggle to
overcome inherited weaknesses., Strength comes from struggle. In
ease and luxury lurk the germs of weakness. Let us beware lest our
love and affection for our boys and girls, these Americans of to-morrow,
deprive them of the opportunity to meet and overcome difficulties;
deprive them of the chance to build a rugged and strong charaeter.

Our soldiers held their heads high and faced discomfort, pain, and
death, proud to be serving their country. Let us likewlse, however
dim be our vision, however insignificant our place in life, hold our
heads high and cheerfully accept discomfort, pain, and even death if
by so doing we may serve our country and follow In the steps of these
heroes who have gone before.

PRICES OF CRUDE OIL, GASOLINE, ETC.

Mr. TRAMMELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of Senate Resolution 31.

The.motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to con-
sider the resolution (8. Res. 31) directing the Federal Trade
Commission to investigate and report to the Senate on the
advances recently made in the price of crude oil, gasoline,
kerosene, and other petrolenm produects, ete.

Mr., HARRELD. Mr. President, I realize the fact that what
I shall say may not affect the result. I realize the faet, fur-
ther, that many people, including Members of this body, feel
that when we speak of the oil industry we are speaking of
something that is not fo be talked about at all. In other words,
when we begin to talk about the oil industry many people see
visions of fraud and corruption. They immediately begin to
get afraid of public sentiment and many are even afraid to vote
their real sentiments in connection with any matter involving
the oil industry. Why that should be I do not kmow. It is
true that in the early stages of the history of the oil industry
reprehensible practices were indulged in. It was necessarily
true. - It is true of the real-estate business as well as the oil
business in certain specific instances. It is true of any industry
that there are people engaged in it who are not ethical, who
conduct their business for a profit honestly if they can, but for
a profit regardless of the ethics of the trade, and out of the
unethical conduet of some people who have engaged in the oil
industry there has been built up a prejudice against that in-
dustry which is absolutely unwarranted and unjustified.

The o0il industry has become one of the biggest organized
businesses of the Nation. I believe it is run on higher ethical
grounds than any other business in the Nation at the present
time. That statement may alarm some people when I make it.
The oil industry does not consist entirely of the Standard Oil
Co. and its branches. When we speak of the industry as a
whole we mean to include not only the Standard Oil Co. and
its branches, but the great number of independent producers of
oil as well. When I say that the industry as a whole is well
organized and that its business is conducted along ethical lines
I mean by that the entire industry. There may be some com-
panies, both independent and Standard, which violate the ethics
of the trade, but generally speaking we have here an industry
that is entitled to the consideration which a deliberative body
of this kind ought to give to any other industry of the same
magnitude and of the same importance. So, with a view to
giving to those who want to have it some information concern-
ing the production of crude 0il and the manufacture of gasoline,
I want to put into the Recorp to-day some facts and figures,
which will perhaps show the futility of the adoption of the
resolution. I am opposed to the adoption of the resolution,
because it is futile. All the facts which will be developed
by it may be obtained for the asking. I am going to introduce
some figures which will show that that statement is correct.

The oil business is the one business where the facts are
easily obtainable. All that will result from the investigation
proposed to be made by the Federal Trade Commission under
the resolution may be had by any Member of this body for
the simple asking; therefore, the resolution of investigation is
futile. Incidentally I am going to give some facts and figures
about the 13 investigations that have been made of the oil
industry in the last 10 years. 8ix of them have been made
by this very same body, the Federal Trade Commission. I am
going to show that most of the 45 investigations that have
been made by the Federal Trade Commission of the various
industries of the country at the instance of this bedy or of the
House have been futile except in the matter of costs. I shall
give some statistics along that line.
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The Department of Labor, as we all know, gives ouf each
year statistics concerning the production and sale of something
like 400 commodities. Using the statistics of 1913 as a basis,
I am going to read some figures to show that there has been
less fluctuation in the price of erude oil and in the price of
gasoline in the last 10 cr 11 years than in any other one of the
400 commodities, and that the prices of gasoline not only have
not fluctuated unnduly, except as the result of the law of
supply and demand, but that the prices have been more reason-
able in the scale of ascending prices than we have had for the
last 10 years.

The price of gascline and the price of erude oil have trailed
cach other, showing that the law of supply and demand does
control in the oil industry. They have been more reasonable
in their increases as to price than any other one of the 400
commodities for which the Labor Department furnishes statis-
tics That may startle some Senafors, but it is true.

The official figures of the Bureau of Labor Statistics relative
to the wholesale prices of commodities show that the index
number of gasoline prices has not kept pace with the index
number of erude oil. They have gone up and down together,
but they have not kept pace, which shows that there is not a
monopoly of prices being exercised. ¥

The index number of Oklahoma-Kansas crude oil for the
year 1923 was 153.9 and of gasoline 1228, In 1924 crude oil
was 155.2 and gasoline 107.1; in 1925 crude oil 178.5 and gaso-
line 113.7. Had the index number of gasoline followed the
index number of crude oil, the average price of gasoline in 1923
would hive been 5 cents a gallon higher than it was, in 1924
8 cents a gallon higher than it was, and in 1925 10 cents a gal-
lon higher than it was, and yet no such increases have taken
place in the price of gasoline.

According to the latest official figures available the index
pumber of Oklahoma-Kansas crude for April was 1927 and
of gasoline 112.9. Had the gasoline index number stood at
192.7 the price of gasoline would have been 14 cents higher
than it was. :

The official figures for May are, of course, not available.
When they are issued they will show an index figure for Okla-
homa-Kansas crude oil of about 219 and for gasoline of abonut
125. Thus, in comparison with the basic figures of 1013, the
price of crude oil will be shown to have more than doubled,
whereas the price of gasoline -vill be only 25 per cent above
the 1913 level.

This extraordinary condition whereby both the producer and
the consumer have been benefited has been brought about largely
through increases in refining efiiciency, It has occurred despite
the increased cost of labor and materials entering into all
phases of the operations of the peiroleum industry.

Recent advances in price of gasoline have reflected the fact
that in the face of a steacily inereasing demand there is a
shortage of petroleum production. Present production is not
sufficient to meet this summer's demand, the deficit being esti-
mated at from 150,000 to 200,000 barrels of petrolenm daily.
A year ago the Bureau of Mines estimated the daily produc-
tion, plus imports of foreign crude, at 2,405,000 barrels per
day. The most recent estimate for April, 1926, gives domestic
production, plus these imports, at 2,146,000 barrels.

Comparison of gasoline prices and of prices of commodities
in general, with the index figures of the Department of Labor,
shows that gasoline has been far less affected by the general
advance of the price value than the average for all commodi-
ties. Taking 1913 prices as the basis, and aceepting the index
figures of that year as 100, the average retail price of gasoline
is 16.8 cents per gallon. That is, its exchange value in kinds
of commodities in general was 16.8 cents per gallon. For 1914
the index figure for all commodities dropped to 98.1, average
gasoline price fell to 14.4, making the exchange value of gaso-
line, on the basis indicated, 14.7. For 1915 the index figures for
all commodities rose to 100.8, but the average gasoline price
fell to 13.8 cents, leaving the exchange value of gasoline on
the same basis, 13.7 cents per gallon.

In 1916 the commodity index figure rose to 126.8; the price
of gasoline to 23 cents; and the exchange value to 18.1 cents.

Then in 1917 began the rapid advance in the general com-
modities index figure, carrying it up to 177.2. Under this in-
fluence the price of gasoline went to 23.8 cents, leaving the
exchange value of gasoline, when referred to the 1913 price
basis, equivalent to 13.4 cents.

In 1918 a further rise carried the commodities index figure
up to 1943: the gasoline price rose more slowly, reaching
2492 cents, which, in comparison with" other commeodities, re-
ferred back to the 1913 general price level, gave it an exchange
value of 12.5.
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Then In 1919 the general commodities index figure rose,
this time to 208.4. The gasoline price rose to 245, which,
again, was considerably less than the average rise on the com-
mo;l{ts' list, causing the exchange value of gasoline to drop
to 11.9.

The general commodities index figure reached its highest
point in 1920, 226.2. The gasoline price for that year rose to
29.3 cents, giving it an exchange value of 13 cents per gallon.
Of course, all these figures are based upon the 1913 figures as
the index. In 1921 the index figure, under the influence of
the general deflation, dropped to 146.9, the price of gasoline to
26.1, and the exchange value of gasoline rose to 17.8.

Since 1921 the tendency of general commodity prices has
been upward, but the tendency of gasoline prices has been
downward. Thus, in 1922 the index figure for commodities
in general was 148.8; in 1923 it was 153.7; in 1924 it was
149.7; and in 1925, 158.5. But, while commodity prices in gen-
eral were thus advancing, the gasoline price, beginning at 25.1
in 1922, fell to 20.7 in 1923, to 18 cents in 1924, and rose to
19.1 in 1925. Referring these prices once more to the compari-
son of 1913, it is found that the gallon of gasoline which in
1913 had, in exchange for other commodities generally, a value
of 16.8, had in 1922 a value of 16.9 cents.

In 1923, because the price of gasoline fell more rapidly than
did the index figure of general prices, the gallon of gasoline
had an exchange value on the 1913 basis of only 13.5 cents.
This fell again in 1924 to 12 cents, and in 1925 it stood at
121 cents.

That is to say, if all the commodity prices could have been
drastically restored in 1923 to the 1913 ratio, gasoline would
have dropped to 13.5 cents, or 3.4 cents less than the price which
actually prevailed in 1913. In 1924 a later conversion of the
whole price structure to the 1913 basis would have caused gaso-
line to go down to 12 cents per gallon; and in 1925 it would
have stood at 12.1 cents.

In that eonnection I wish to call attention to the fact that
at the refinery to-day gasoline is selling at 12 cents a gallon.
It may be that in a few isolated cases, because of the conges-
tion of freight, for instance, in the State from which the Sen-
ator who proposes this resolution comes, some retailers are
selling gasoline from tanks to-day for 26 cents a gallon; but it
is true that the industry itself does not get the advantage of
that rate, because to-day at the refinery gasoline is selling at
12 cents, and whatever is paid above that by the individual goes
to the man who is engaged in the retail sale of the product.

Summarizing these, official figures show that in general for
the 13 years, 1913-1925, inclusive, the price of gasoline ad-
vanced less than the prices of commodities generally when
prices in general were advancing; and it fell more than did the
general price level when that general price level was falling.

For several years there has been a special complaint of the
low prices the farmer received for his products. It is generally
conceded that the farmer bas had justifiention for complaint in
this regard. Therefore if it can be shown that gasoline has
suffered as to its price in comparison with the 1913 price basis,
even more than farm products have suffered, it would seem to
be thus definitely established that there is no occasion for com-
plaint as to gasoline prices. '

An examination of the index figures for farm products in
general and for gasoline shows exactly this, Thus, if the aver-
age price of farm products in 1913 be taken as 100, and the
average price of gasoline in that year be also placed at 100,
then it is found that in 1914 the figure for farm products rose
to 102.6 but that for gasoline fell to 85.7. In 1915 the average
figure for farm products rose to 103.9 but that for gasoline fell
to 82.2. In 1916 the figure for farm products rose to 122.8 and
that for gasoline to 136.7. In 1917 these figures were, respec-
tively, 1589.6 and 141.1; in 1918 they were 2185 and 143.9. In
1919 the figure for farm products reached apex, 230.8, but the
figure for gasoline was only 145.6.

The following year, 1920, the figure for farm products fell to
217.9, while that for gasoline rose to 174.2. But in the next
year, 1921, the farm-products figure fell to 123.7 and that for
gasoline fell to 155.2. Then in 1922 farm produects began the
steady advance which had continned down to the present,
while gasoline prices entered upon the progressive decline
which continued during 1922, 1923, and 1924. Thus, in 1922
the farm-products index figure stood at 133.3, the gasoline fizure
at 149.3. In 1923 the farm-products figure rose once more to
141.2, but the gasoline index figure fell to 122.8. Again in 1924
the farm-products figure went up to 1434 but gasoline price
dropped fo 107.1. Finally for 1925 the index figure for farm
products stood at 157.8 while that for gasoline was at 113.7.
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Thus it appears that the farmer's dollar in all the recent
¥years has been worth more in gallons of gasoline than it was
in 1913. >

These are figures given out by the Labor Department; they
are indisputable figures and have been issued after a thorough
investigation; they will stand the test. They are the figures
that will be produced to the Federal Trade Commission if this
resolution be adopted; they are figures which ean be had for
the asking; they are figures which show that the investigation
that is proposed would simply be futile; and that is the only
reason why I am opposing it. g

The further this kind of comparisons is carried the more
conclusively do they demonstrate that in times of general rising
prices gasoline has tended to rise less in price than other
commodities, and in times of general falling prices gasoline has
tended to fall more in price than other commodities.

DRAFT ON CRUDE OIL STOCES EAST OF CALIFORNIA

There has been a steady draft on crude oil stocks east of
California since August 1, 1925, From that date to January
1, 1926, these stocks were drawn on to the extent of 8,482,000
barrels,

There has been a marked decline In crude oil stocks east of
California since the first of the year.

SBtocks were drawn on in January to the extent of 4,543,000
barrels; in February, to the extent of 3,172,000 barrels; in
March, to the extent of 1,363,000 barrels; in April—estimated
by American Petroleum Institute—to the extent of 2,467,000
barrels, That is to say, that at the end of January there were
4,543,000 barrels less crude oil in storage than there were at the
beginning of January. Is it any wonder that under such cir-
cumstances as that it has been necessary to increase the price
at the well for crude since the 1st day of January? It is a
natural response to the law of supply and demand.

It may be of interest to the Senate to know that there never
is in storage crude oil sufficient to supply the market demand
for more than 60 days at a time. The last figures I have as to
that show that in January there was in storage sufficient crude
oil to be manufactured into gascline to supply the trade for
59 days; and that is a high average. The other day some news-
paper carried an article written by an expert who said that
at the present rate at which the storage oil was being con-
sumed and at the present rate of production of crude we
would soon be to the point where we would not have 20 days’
supply ; that is to say, that if not another barrel of oil was
produced and if there was no reduction in the consumption, in
20 days we would reach a point in the use of gasoline and oil
products where there would be none. In January we had a
supply for 59 days. I do not know what the present figures are,
but some one, as I have stated, writing a few days ago, esti-
mated that, at the present rate of reduction of storage oil,
before this year was out we would not have enough to last
20 days.

Mid-continent net pipe-line and tank farm stock were drawn
on in January this year to the extent of 8,869,000 barrels, in
February to the extent of 2,929,000 barrels, in March to the
extent of 1,921,000 barrels.

These figures indicate that there is a shortage of current
petroleum production in relation to current demand. In terms
of estimated demand of the coming summer it is estimated that
the deficit in production will range from 150,000 to 200,000
barrels per day. J

This fall off in the production of crude began the 1st of
August, 1925, and has continued ever since, It did not affect
the price of crude until the 1st of January or some time during
the month of January, when the price increased 25 cents per
barrel; and then, later on in the spring, there was another
increase of 25 cents, making a total increase of B0 cents a
barrel in the price of crude production in the last six months.
This increase in the price of crude was not only justified by
the law of supply and demand, as I have just pointed out, but
it was a godsend to the production end of the industry,

When the price of crude falls below what is a just price, the
result is that the daily, monthly, and annual production de-
creases rapidly, for the reason that the supply of oil is always
fluctuating, aud it not only fluctuates but it depends upon the
activity of the wildcatter, as we call him. By “the wildeat-
ter " we mean the man who goes out and takes his chances at
putting down a hole for half a mile into the ground, at a cost
of fifty to one hundred thousand dollars, with the hope of dis-
covering oil. If the price is low, he is not encouraged to do
that. If the price is high, it does encourage him to do that.
The more of these wildeat test wells we have drilled the more
oil is produced, and from that source comes the great quantity

y
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of ofl that goes to make up the supply from which we draw
daily in our consumption of gasoline and other products.

So I say to you that these two increases in the price of crude
that have taken place in the last six months were not only
justified upon the basis of the law of supply and demand, but
they were justified because they gave the necessary encourage-
ment to the man who goes out and risks his money in trying
to bring in an oil well, and therefore increase the amount of
oil to supply the demand.

These two increases of 25 cents per barrel that have taken
place in the last six months, of course, had to reflect themselves
in an increase in the price of gasoline. I do not know why it
did not keep pace, but the facts in the case are, as I said a
while ago, that you can buy all the gasoline you want to-day
at the refinery at 12 cents per gallon. What it sells for when
you put it in the tank of your car is another matter. These
prices, however, are usually governed by what are called tank-
wagon prices, and they are pretty much the same all over the
United States. There has been an increase of only 3 cents per
gallon on gasoline at the refinery since the 1st of January. As
I said a while ago, in certain isolated cases, perhaps in the
case of Florida, where there has been some confusion as to
shipments by rail because of the congested condition of traffic
and of freight transportation and things of that sort in that
vicinity, it may be that gasoline sometimes sold for 26 cents,
but the 3 cents increase in the price of gasoline since the ist of
January does not justify the sale of gasoline in any place for
more than 24 cents, even including all the charges of the middle-
men who handle it between the time it leaves the refinery and
the time it reaches the consumer.

‘While this 50 cents increase in the price of a barrel of crude
oil has been going on, it naturally had its expression in an
increase in the price of gasoline, and I believe that all the
investigations that may be made will simply show just what
I have been pointing out here, and that these fizures will war-
rant the conclusion that the law of supply and demand was
responsible for the increase in the price of crude, and that the
increase in the price of erude was perhaps responsible for the
increase in the price of gasoline of which complaint is made.

Ttlllere are some other figures to which I desire to eall at-
tention, \

Exports of gasoline during the first four months of this
year totaled 577,773,000 gallons, an increase of 142,164,000 gal-
lons, or 32.6 per cent, over the same period of 1925. This is
at the rate of 1,733,319,000 gallons a year. Now, we are bound
to realize that an increase like that in the exports of crude or
of gasoline products of crude from this country would naturally
affect the law of supply and demand. It follows, naturally,
that the price would be increased beeause of the fact that
exports into other countries are drawing on our supply, in addi-
tion to the fall off in production.

Exports of gasoline in April totaled 179,504,000 gallons, com-
pared with 109,750,000 gallons in April of last year. April
exporis were the largest on record, and compare with 124,000,000
gallons in August, the heaviest summer month last year, and
the previous peak of 133,727,000 gallons in December, 1925,

That is from the Wall Street Journal. Here is an article
from the Tulsa World, a paper published in onr State, which
shows that the daily average gross crude-oil production in the
United States decreased 11,700 barrels for the week ending
May 22 in the mid-continent field. In Oklahoma there was a
daily decline of 6,950 barrels last week in the production of
crude. These things are what affect the price of gasoline.
These things are what affect the price of erude and cause it
to fluctuate. It is just exactly like any other product that
we have.

If you have too much corn, as they had in Iowa last year, the
price is low. If you have a poor corn crop the price goes high.
The same economie principle runs through the whole oil in-
dustry. Because of the fact that production is falling off at
the rate of 11,700 barrels per day, because exportation has in-
creased, and because of the shortage in the storage oils of the
country, these fluctuations in price are perfectly natural, and
I predict that that is all that will be brought out when this
matter is investigated as proposed in this resolution.

Mr. President, I ask permission to have printed as part of my
remarks this article appearing in the Wall Street Journal of
May 29, from which I have quoted, and the one appearing in the
Tulsa World of May 26, from which I have quoted, and a further
quotation from the Wall Street Journal of May 26, showing
the crude-oil output and how much it has fallen off recently.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wriris in the chair). Is
there objection to the request of the Senator from Oklahoma?
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:
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[From' the Wall Street Journal of May 29, 1026]

GASOLINE HXPORTS GAIN—TOTAL 577,773,000 GALLONS IN FIRST FOUR

MONTHS, 142,164,000 GALLONS, OR 32.6 PER CENT, ABOVE 1925 PERIOD

Exports of gasoline in the first four months this year totaled 577,-
773,000 gallons, an increase of 142,164,000 gallons, or 32.6 per cent,
over the same period of 1923, This is at the rate of 1,733,319,000
gallons a year. Total gasoline exports in 1025 were 1,330,314,000
gallons, : f

Exports of gasoline in April totaled 179,504,000 gallons, compared
with 109,750,000 gallons in April last year. April exports were the
largest on record and compare with 124,000,000 gallons in August, the
heaviest summer month last year, and previous peak of 133,727,000
gallons in December, 19235,

[From the Tulsa Daily World of May 26, 1920]

DAILY AVERAGE OF CRUDE LESS—TOTAL DECREASE 1S 11,700 FOR WEEK—
OKLAHOMA DECLINE 13 83950
New York, May 25 (A. P.).—The daily average gross crude oil pro-
doction in the United States decreased 11,700 barrels from the week
ended May 22, totaling 1,987,300 barrels, says the weekly summary
of the American Petroleum Institute. The daily average production
east of California was 1,388,300 barrels, a decrease of 6,200 barrels.

Daily (gz:ﬂ’oren?
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Bouthwest Texas. 38, 500 —4, 550
i‘o;th Louisiana . 2 1?2: % +4, %
RS S =

G!I;:][ coast 93, 100 =1, 950
Eastern.._. 106, 500 =500
‘Wyoming. .. % 72,450 =100
MiontiRs S S S T R 27,900 —50
Coloraa L E A e Ll 7,100 +50

New Mexico. . oo o 3, B00 0]
California_ 509, 000 -5, 500
Total... 1, 887, 300 =11, 700

1No change.

Daily average imports of petroleum at principal ports for the week
ended May 22 were 189,857 barrels, compared with 187,714 for the pre-
vious week and 181,286 for the four weeks ended May 22,

Daily average receipts of California oil at Atlantic and Gulf ports
for the week ended May 22 were 20,571 barrels, compared with 115,286
for the previous week and 92,429 for the four weeks ended May 22.

[From the Wall Street Journal of May 26, 1926]

CRUDE OIL OUTPUT DROPS 11,700 BAREKLS—PRODUCTION LAST WEEK AVER-
AGED 1,987,500 BARRELS DAILY-—IMPORTS AVERAGED 189,857 DAILY

Domestic crude oil production in week ended May 22 decreased 11,700
barrels daily, averaging 1,987,800 daily, according to American Petro-
leum Institute, Crude oll imports for the week averaged 189,857 barrels
daily against 187,714 daily in the preceding week.

Receipts of California erude and refined oils at Atlantie and Gulf
ports averaged 20,571 barrels daily in the week ended May 22 against
115,286 daily in the preceding week.

Domestic crude oil prodoction of 1,987,300 barrels daily last week,
as recorded by American Petrolenm Institute, was a decline of 359,600
barrels, or 15.3 per cent, from the peak of 2,346,900 barrels daily, estab-
lished in week ended May 30, 1925.

Following table shows daily production (in barrels) of southern Call-
fornia, the entire State, and tofal in the United States the first of
January in 1025 and 1924 ; peak output in 1925, peak output in 1024,
peak of the Los Angeles basin fields and California peak in 1923, also
weekly figures from January 1, 1926. Percentage of decline from peak
output is shown at the head of each column:

Southern | Al ool | Daily
ed— nited
Week end California | California | ‘g5 ¢0c average
1926 1925

Decline from peak_.____per cent__ 52.5 3.3 1 ) IR I
T e S A 314, 508 £00,000 | 1,087,300 | 2,314,750
May 15_- 317, 000 604,500 | 1,099,000 | 2,305, 950
May 8. 317, 500 604,000 § 1, 064, 060 2, 238, 350
May 1. 318, 500 605,000 | 1,060,100 | 2,182,850
Apr. 24 319, 500 604,500 | 1,055,850 | 2,156, 450
Apr. 17 316,000 506,000 | 1,040,000 | 2,080, 650
Apr. 10 317, 000 507,000 | 1,046,200 | 1,993, 600
Apr.3 321, 5 602,000 | 1,947,450 | 1,831,500
Mar. 27 324, 500 604, 500 | 1,943, 800 1, 622, 600
Mar. 20 325, 500 €07,000 § 1,028,050 | 1,944,700
Mar. 13 328, 000 607,500 1 1,935,200 | 1,949, 200
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Southern | Al Total Daily
Week °I:d°d_ California | California gﬂt‘t;’ average
1626 1025
Mar. § 327,000 | 509,000 | 1,020,300 | 1,044,450
- 3 ¥ V927, L7
Feb. 27 331000 | 603,000 | 1,927,050 | 1,943 750
Feb. 20 330500 | 603,500 | 1902750 | 1,047 600
Feb. 18 343, 500 606,500 | 1,003,500 [ 1,985,100
Feb. 6. 333, 500 608, 000 1, 904, 260 1, ™41, 600
Jan. 30 37500 | 612,000 1892000 153300
Jan, B, 340,000 | 613,000 | 1,928,350 | 20003 200
Jan. 16. 345,500 | 619,500 | 1,047,600 | 2,023,650
Jan. 9. 35000 | 620,000 | 1 966 800 | 2 005,000
Jan.2 851,500 | 620,500 | 1,072,860 | 1,965,250
1925
gept. 12 388,500 | 669,500 | 2,133,050 | ‘12,041,450
May 30, 335,000 | 623,000 72,346,900 | 1,953,400
Jan. 3 322,000 | 607,000 | 1,965,250 | 1,884,050
1023
Aug.18__ 1663,000 |  2872,000
i Peak in 1924.
i Peak of production.

Production last week 327,450 barrels daily bel t
e al.ljr ea:‘:go.dw wa?l!.lperwnt. s daily below average the corresponding
Mr. HARRELD. I also ask permission to have inserfed in
the Recorn an article appearing in the Washingion Post of
June 2, 1926, bearing on this same question; and from it I
want to quote the following:

Gasoline consumption so far this year has greatly exceeded the
industry’s expectations. Early in the year one of the most prominent
experts in this line estinmated that the total gasoline demand in 1926
would be approximately 15 per cent greater than the total demand in
1925. The actual demand in the first three months of the year
showed an increase of 22 per cent.

The estimate for the first three months ecompared with the actual
demand In these three months Is shown below.

I will just give the round numbers. The estimated demand
in January was 798,000,000 gallons. The actual demand was
864,000,000 gallons, -

In February the estimated demand was 694,000,000 gallons.
The actual demand was 771,000,000 gallons.

In March the estimated demand was 863,000,000 gallons.
The actual demand was 913,000,000 gallons,

The estimated total demand for those four months was
2,355,000,000 gallons, and there was actually consumed 2,548-
000,000 gallons.

These flgures suggest the real reason why the Industry as a whole
added relatively less to its storage supply In these winter months than
has been the custom in recent years.

The following table shows the estimated demand to the end of the
year and the prospective drain upon storage supplies, assuming cur-
rent supply for the period to be at the rate shown by latest Govern-
ment figures.

It goes on to give some other estimates.

The refineries of the country are rated with a capacity very much
greater than their actual eapacity, because the total figures inciude
many obsolete plants and many others which can only be operated
under the most favorable conditions.

Practically all refinerfes that can yield a profit at present level of
prices are now operating at capacity., A few are being operated in
anticipation of price advances, This means that if the production is
to be materially increased the Increase must come from the less
efficient units in the Industry.

These units have an average recovery of about 23 per eent of gnso-
line from the barrel of crode as compared with 50 per cent to 60 per
cent by some of the leading companies. It Is obvlous that a 25 per
cent plant must obtain much higher prices in order to yield a profit
than a 60 per cent plant, and very few of these 25 per cent plants will
operate unless gasoline prices move sharply up.

I ask permission to put the entire article in the Recorp as a
part of my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be
so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

[From the Washington Post of June 2, 1926)
AUTHORITIES ON BUSINESS SEE NO DEPRESSION AHEAD
By B. 5. Fontaine

New York, June 1.—Authorities on business conditions, such, for
Instance, ag the Alexander Hamilton Institute, can find nothing to indi-
cate a depression which the professional pessimists have been suggest-
ing, though they find that the country is approaching a perlod when a
seasonal curtailment of production is natural. It is not illogieal to
expect that the curtailment may possibly be somewhat more pro-
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nounced than in 1925. Trade reactions normally follow years of heavy

production and substantial increases in retail sales. The important
question, however, is whether the decrease in production and that in
sales will only be moderate or whether a period of actual depression
and deflation is at hand. On this question the authority referred to
BAYS :

“At the moment there are no signs of serious depression. The dis-
count rate on prime commercial paper is the same as a year ago;
the reserve ratio of the Federal reserve bank is 75.4 per cent, as com-
pared with 77 per cent a year ago.

“ These figures indicate that money-market conditions have not
serfously tightened during the last 12 months. The figures, however,
show that loans on the New York Stock Exchange command a slightly
higher interest rate than a year ago and that the ratio of loans to
deposits of the New York banks is mow 107.57 per cent, as compared
with 103.79 per cent in May, 1925. This does reflect a slight disten-
slon of stock-exchange credit, as compared with a year ago.

“The money market, however, eontinues very favorable to the sale
of real-estate mortgages and corporation bonds. During the first four
months of 1926 the issues of new ecapital securities totaled $2,315,-
000,000, as compared with $2,132,000,000 in the corresponding period
of last year, an increase of 8.6 per cent. In the face of these large
offerings of securities the bond market has not only held firm, but has
advanced and is now at the highest level sinee the war. This means
a great deal in a country which proceeds with the development of natural
resources and the requirements of an increasing population whenever
the money market is favorable.

“The favorable bond market does not mean that building contracts
and automobile production during the. last half of 1926 can not fall
below 1925. It does mean, however, that the money market will not
interfere seriously with the business affairs of 177,000,000 people in
the United States.”

Gasoline consumption so far this year has greatly exceeded the in-
dustry’s expectations. Early in the year one of the most prominent
experts in this line estimated that the total gasoline demand in 1926
would be approximately 15 per cent greater than the total demand in
1925. The actual demand in the first three months of the year showed
an increase of 22 per cent.

The estimate for the first three months compared with the actual
demand in these three months Is shown below :

Estimated Actual

Month d d di d

(gallons) (gallons)
7] e SRR CS R IR LA S e 798, 047, 000 864, 327, 000
3 Ly e PR IS A i R ST Sl 694, 506, 000 771,022, 000
Mareh. 863, 319, 000 913, 567, 000
Total .- 2,355,962,000 | 2, 548, 016, 000

These figures suggest the real reason why the Industry as a whole
added relatively less to its storage supply in these winter months than
has Dbeen the custom in recent years.

The following table shows the estimated demand to the end of the
year and the prospective drain upon storage supplies, assuming
current supply for the period to be at the rate shown by latest
Government figures:

Estimated Probable | oo
Mouth demand visible supply suppl

(gallons) | end of month v
April 063, 075,000 | 1,922, 041, 000 59
May_ oo 1,062, 830,000 | 1,839,617, 000 53
June. 1, 144,113,000 | 1,044,284 43
July 1,229, 000,000 | 1,403,622, 000 35
August. .. 1,274,658,000 | 1, 109, 370, 000 2
September___ 1,144, 113,000 | 914,036,000 24
October__ 1,144,113,000 | 750,330,000 23
November. 1,019, 726, 000 679, 353, 000 20
D b 977, 853, 000 681, 836, 000 22

The refineries of the country are rated with a capacity very much
greater than their actual capacity, because the total figures include
many obsolete plants and many others which can only be operated under
the most favorable conditions. Practically all refineries that can yield
a profit at present level of prices are now operating at capacity. A
few are being operated in anticlpation of price advances. This means
that if the production is to be materially increased, the increase must
come from the less efficient units in the industry.

These units have an average recovery of about 23 per ceut of gaso-
line from the barrel of erude as compared with 50 per cent to 60 per
cent by some of the leading companies. It is obvlous that a 25 per
cent plant must obtain much higher prices in order to yield a pi'uﬁt
than a 60 per cent plant, and very few of these 25 per cent plants will
operate unless gasoline prices move sharply up.
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Mr. HARRELD. Mr. President, as I said before, since Janu-
ary 1, 1926, the price of 33 gravity mid-continent oil has ad-
vanced 50 cents per barrel. During the same period the price
of gasoline east of the Rocky Mountains has advanced on an
average of about 3 cents per gallon.

Now, Mr, President, I shall have something to say about in-
vestigations in general. I have made up my mind that here-
after I will not vote for any investigation unless it is warranted.
I mean by that that there ought to be some probable grounds
for believing that something could be gained by an investigation
before we institute it. We seem to have formed a sort of habit
of investigating everything and everybody, and, with very few
exceptions, the investigations have not amounted to much,
except that they have cost the Government a lot of money. I
want to call attention to some startling figures.

The Federal Trade Commission was organized on March 16,
1915, a little over 11 years ago. Between that date and March
31, 1926, 11 years and 15 days, 45 different investigations have
been made by that body at the instance and request of the
Senate, the House, the President, and the Attorney General.
That does not include the numerous investigations they made
upon their own motion; it does not include the numerous in-
vestigations that were made based upon applications of in-
dividuals and corporations for investigations; and does not in-
clude the investigations that were made by the Department of
Justice or by the Department of Agriculture, or any other
department. That is simply the number of investigations that
have been ordered by the Senate and the House, three by the
President, and one by the Attorney General. Forty-one of the
45 investigations have been ordered either by the House or
the Senate, and the total amount of money expended in mak-
ing those investigations has been $3,332,593.75.

Six of the investigations have been of the oil industry, in
11 years, by this one body, the Federal Trade Commission.
That does not embrace the investigations that have been made
of the oil industry by the Department of Justice, or by any
other department, and within the last 10 years there have been
13 investigations of the gasoline and oil industry.

I want to call attention to some of the investigations that
have been ordered by Congress, f

There was the fertilizer investigation ordered by the Senate
in 1916, which cost $9,286.

There was a pipeline investigation ordered by the .Senate
in 1916, which cost $100,675.88. :

There was a gasoline investigation ordered by the Senate in
1917, the cost of which was included in the figures given for
the pipe-line investigation.

There was an investigation into sisal hemp, which cost $2,111.

There was an investigation into the anthracite industry,
which cost $50,447.

There was an investigation of the bituminous-coal industry,
which cost $10,108.
ss'léggre was an investigation of newsprint paper, which cost

There was an investigation of book paper, which cost
$1,074.75.

There was an investigation of flags, which cost the Govern-
ment $806. T

There was an investigation of the meat-packing profit limita-
tions, which cost the Government $3,024.

There was an investigation of farm implements, which cost
the Government $104,665. And what came of it?

There was an investigation of the milk business, which cost
the Government $65,432,

There was an investigation of the cotton-yarn business, which
cost the Government $54,721.85.

There was an investigation of Pacific-coast petroleum, which
cost the Government $61,282,

There was an investigation of petroleum prices in 1920, which
cost the Government §9,900. And what came of it? .

There was an investigation of commercial feeds ordered by
the Senate in the Sixty-sixth Congress, first session, in 1921,
which cost the Government $42,453. And what came of it?

There was an investigation of the gugar supply in 1920, which
cost the Government $42,453.21. And what came of it?

There was an investigation of southern livestock prices in
1920, which cost the Government $4,221,

There was an investigation of shoe costs and prieces in 1921,
which cost the Government $47,858 ; and what came of it?

There was an investigation of tobacco prices in 1920, which
cost the Government $11,147, and the price of tobacco went up
immediately. 1 ¥

Again, tobacco prices were investigated in 1922, which cost
the Government §$25,000, and still tobacco continues to go up.
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There was an investigation of export grain prices in 1922,
which cost the Government §103,703,

House furnishings were investigated at the instance of the
Senate in 1923. All these investigations were at the instance
of the Senate. That house-furnishings investigation cost the
Government $133,048; and what came of it?

There was an investigation of flour milling in 1924, which
cost the Government 316,834, I

There was an investigation of the cotfon trade in 1924, which
cost $80,866.

There was an investigation of fertilizer in 1923, which cost

2,878.
5 There was an investigation of foreign ownership in the petro-
lenm industry in 1923, which cost $5,607; and what came of it?

There was an investigation of the cotton trade in 1922, but
the cost is not given,

There was an investigation of national wealth, under a
Senate resolution, in 1924, which cost this Government $147,579.
What came of it?

There was an investigation of calcium arsenate in 1923, which
cost the Government $2,845.

There was an investigation of radio in 1923, which cost the
Government $2,481.

An investigation of bread was authorized by Senate resolu-
tion in the first session of the Sixty-eighth Congress, which has
cost to date $101,828, and the report has not yet been filed.

There was an investigation of cotfon-merchandising prac-
tices in 1925, which cost the Government $6,192.

There was an investigation of the packer-consent decree,
which cost the Government $3,900.

There was an investigation of the Empire Cotton Growing
Corporation, which cost the Government $1,714.

There was an investigation of the American Tobacco and Im-
perial Tobacco Co., which cost the Government $5,262.

There was an investigation of the electric-power industry,
which ecost the Government $54,000.

There was an investigation of open-price associations, which
cost the Government $4,500.

There was an investigation of cooperative associations, which
cost the Government $2,000.

Then comes the food inguiry, which was requested by the
President. I am talking now about investigations made by the
Tederal Trade Commission. All these others were at the in-
stance and request of the Senate. The one I have just men-
tloned was made at the request of the President., They in-
vestigated the meat industry, the grain industry, the flour
industry, and the eanning industry. They have spent $653,665
inquiring into food. These investigations are all right when
something comes of them, but what does result from these
things?

There was an investigation of trade and tariffs in South
Amerieca, which cost the Government $7,000.

There was an investigation of war-time cost finding, which
cost the Government $1,326,502, and nothing came of it.

There was an investigation of wheat prices in 1920, which
cost the Government $4,253.

There was an investigation of the gasoline industry in 1924,
which cost the Government $26,489.

There was an investigation of lumber associations, at the
request of the President, which has cost this Government
$25.604.

All this resulted in a grand total of $3,332,593 which this
Government has paid out for investigations in 11 years, at the
request of the Senate, at the request of the President in three
instances, and at the request of the Attorney General in one
instance,

That does not embrace any of the inquiries that have been
made by the Federal Trade Commission upon its own motion;
it does not embrace any of the investigations made by the Fed-
eral Trade Commission at the request of any individual or
corporation ; it does not embrace the special investigations by
the House or the Senate, such as the Teapot Dome investiga-
tion; it does not embrace any of the investigations made by
the Department of Agriculture or any other department; but
the investigations that havae been made at the instance of the
Senate of the United States in 11 years have been carried on
at the cost which I have just stated, and with practically no
results.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla-
homa yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. HARRELD. I yield.

Mr. WHEELER. Let me say to the Senator from Oklahoma
that the principal reason why a number of these investigations
by the Federal Trade Commission came to naught, and did not
amount to anything, was not because of the fact that they did

:‘/‘ -
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not find something, but was beeanze of the fact that the former
Attorney General and the present Attorney General have thus
far refused to prosecute a number of antitrust cases which
should have been prosecuted by the Attorney General of the
United States. Take, for instance, the lumber cases, to which
the Senator referred, and innumerable others,

The Federal Trade Commission reporied to the Attorney
General of the United States, to Mr. Daugherty and to his
snecessor, asking that some of those cases be prosecuted ; hut
in no case, as I recall, or at least in very: few of them, did
the former Atforney General take any action, and the pres-
ent Attorney General has likewise neglected and refused to
take any action in many of them.

Mr. HARRELD. I call the attention of the Senator from
Montana to the fact that I said these figures covered a period
from 1915 to the present time, so that a great many of these
cases arose during an administration that was not controlled
by the present Attorney General or by Attorney General
Daugherty, For instance, there was the fertilizer investiga-
tion in 1916. Neither of those men was Attorney General at
that time. I do not know who was Attorney General. The
pipe-line investigation was also in 1916,

Mr. McCKELLAR. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. HARRELD. 1 yield.

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator will recall that an oil in-
vestigation was prosecuted by the Committee on Manufactures
of the Senate several years ago, and the effect of that in-
vestigation was to reduce the price of oil very materially for
quite a while.

Mr. HARRELD. Yes; and a suit was bronght to break up
the Standard Oil Co., and immediately after that time prices
of oil went higher.

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; but while that Senate committee
investigation was going on, and for quite a while, until the
people had gotten used to it, the price of gasoline went down
very considerably, and the users of gasoline In this country
were saved enormous sums.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield?

Mr. HARRELD. In just a minute. I want to call atien-
tion to the fact that of these 45 investigations 11 were under
the administration prior to Mr. Daugherty's administration,

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question now?

Mr. HARRELD. Yes.

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator said that the investizations of
the oil companies heretofore have resulted in a rise in the price
of the products. The Senator is not afraid that is going to
happen now, is he, and therefore opposes this resolution?

Mr, HARRELD. I did not mean to say that that suit grew
out of any of these investigations, That suit was filed some
20 years ago. If the Senator had heard my remarks when I
began he would have heard me say that acts had been com-
mitted in the conduct of the oil business that were reprehen-
sible in those earlier days that are not now practiced.

Mr. CARAWAY. I thought the Senator was offering that
as a reason why thils investigation should not be held—that
the other investigations resulted in a rise in prices. That is
not what is actuating the Senator, is it? He is not afraid that
this investigation will raise the price of the products of the
oil companies, is he?

Mr. HARRELD. No. I contend that the investigation will
show that the present rise In the price of gasoline and erude
oil Is justified. ;

Mr. CARAWAY. Then why do the oil companies ohject to
an investigation which will vindicate them?

Mr. HARRELD. I do not know that they are objecting.
Not an ofl man has approached me about this.

Mr. CARAWAY. What is the explanation of the Senator's
opposition to the investigation? Why does he give the impres-
sion that it would be harmful if nobody connected with the
business has talked to him about it?

Mr. HARRELD. I do not care to go into that agaln, because
I have already given that reason, and if the Senator had been
here he would have heard it.

Mr. CARAWAY. I heard it; but I thought from the last
statement of the Senator that he had another reason.

Mr. HARRELD. The reason I am opposing it is this, that
I do not believe it is good for business to make an investigation
when it 1s known at the start that the investigation will be
futile. I am not opposed to investigations in general, and
whenever there are circumstances which warrant an inpvesti-
gation I will vote for one. I have myself introduced resolu-
tions for investigations. I once offered a resolution for an in-
vestigation of the oil industry itself. The Rrcorp will show
that I did, because something occurred in the oil industry that
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I thought was reprehensible, and I was ready to have it inves-
tigated. But I stated at the beginning of my remarks that
from this time on, personally, I shall not vote to investigate
any industry unless some reason is given on the floor to show
that it is necessary.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi-
ness, which is House bill 7893.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is
suggested. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen-
ators answered to their names:

Ashurst Fess MeKellar Schall
Bayard Frazier McLean Sheppard
Bingham George MecMaster Shipstead
Blease Gerry MeNar Shortridge
Borah Gillett Mayfield . Simmons
Bratton Glass Means Smoot
Broussard Goff Metealf Steck
Bruce Gooding Neely Stepheng
Butler Hale Norbeck Swanson
Capper Harreld Norrls Trammell
Caraway Harris Oddie Tyson
Copeland Heflin Overman TUnderwood
Couzens Howell Pepper Wadsworth
Cummins Johnson Phipps Walsh
Curtls Jones, N, Mex. Pine ‘Warren
Deneen Jones, Wash, Pittman Wheeler
Lin Kendrick Ransdell Williams
Edge Keyes Reed, Mo. Willis
Edwards Kinl‘q Robinson, Ark.

Krnst La Follette Robinson, Ind.

Ferris Lenroot Sackett

The PRESIPING OFFICER. BREighty-one Senators having
answered to their names, a gquorum is present.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I think we had about
reached a point where a vote might be taken on the resolution
which I brought up during the morning hour. I understood
the Senator from Oklahoma to say that if he could finish his
speech on the resolution he would have no objection to a vote
being taken. If he has finished his speech perhaps we can get
a vote on the proposition. I therefore ask unanimous consent
to lay aside temporarily the unfinished bnsiness and to have a
vote on the resolution.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I desire to be accommodating
to the Senator from Florida. However, I would not want to
have the unfinished business displaced.

Mr. TRAMMELL. I do not want to displace it.

Mr. McNARY. I am willing to yield for the purpose of hav-
ing a vofe upon the Senator's resolution. I shall yield only
for a vote, however, =

Mr. TRAMMELL. I do not think the Senator from Okla-
homa [Mr. Hakrerp] would object. He has left the Chamber
for the moment. I ask for a vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that in order
to bave a vofe on the resolution it will be necessary to lay
aside the unfinished business temporarily.

Mr. MoNARY. I am willing to have it laid aside temporarily
for the purpose of having a vote, without further argunment or
discussion of the resolution.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator
from Florida that temporarily I shall object. I will see the
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Harnern] as quickly as possible,
and if he has no objection whatever I certainly will withdraw
my objection.

Mr. TRAMMELL. I understood the Senator from Oklahoma
to state that after he had made his speech he would have no
objection to a vote. I do not know whether he has changed
his mind,

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator
from Utah that when I sought to get a vote on the resolution
this morning I asked the Senator from Oklahoma how long he
wanted to speak. He said not over 20 or 30 minutes. He told
the Senator from Florida yesterday that he would be willing
to have a vote upon the matter after he had discussed it.

Mr., EDGE. Mr. President, I can verify in effect what the
Senator from Alabama has said. I do not think there is any-
one who has the slightest idea of postponing a vote on the
resolution. I think the Senator from Oklahoma was entirely
ready for a vote when he conclud:d his remarks. If unani-
moug consent can be given for it let us have a vote. I do not
know of anyone protesting against it. The Senator from
Oklahoma has presented the views and record of those who
are legitimately engaged in the oil business, and presented
them very clearly and very effectively. 1 represent in part a
State deeply interested in the refining of cil. I have had no
suggestion from anyone in my State that the investigation
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should be opposed. It will be the seventh, I believe. I am
quite sure the Senator from Oklahoma is entirely ready to
let the vote be taken.

Mr. SMOOT. With this understanding I shall not object
I am ready to vote now with the nnderstanding, however, that
if there is objection on the part of the Senator from Oklahoma
the matter will be reconsidered.

Mr. HEFLIN. Why not make a motion to that effect?

Mr. SMOOT. I do not want to move it. I want a unani-
mous-consent agreement that if the Senator from Oklahoma
objects, the resolntion shall be considered as in the same posi-
tion it now ocecupies.

Mr, TRAMMELL. That is satisfactory to me. I have not
any idea that the Senator from Oklahoma will object.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the resolution shall be reconsidered
and be in the same position it now occupies if the Senator
from Oklahoma shall object,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Utah?

Mr. HEFLIN. I am not going to object to it, but is it not
a bad precedent to establish that the Senate may solemnly
vote upon a question and if one Senator should desire to
ogpose it when he appears upon the scene at a later time the
whole Senate will revoke its action and let him have his way
about it? The Senator from Oklahoma has no objection to a
vote. He stated this morning that when he concluded his
remarks he would have no objection to a vote.

Mr. HARRELD entered the Chamber.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I am not going to yield for
any further discussion and argument. The Senator from
Oklahoma ig now on the floor and he can speak for himself.

Mr. HEFLIN. Let us have a vote.

Mr. HARRELD. Mr. President, I am not opposed to a
vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem-
porarily laid aside only for the purpose of taking a vote on
Senate Resolution 31. Is there objection? The Chair hears
none, and the unfinished business is temporarily laid aside.
F The question is on the adoption of Senate Resolution 31.

The resolution was agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Federal Trade Commission be, and is hereby,
directed to investigate and report to the SBenate at the next session of
Congress :

First. The very material advances recently made in the price of crude
oil, gasoline, kerosene, and other petrolenm products and whether or
not such price increases were arbitrarily made and unwarranted.

Seecond. Whether or not there has been any understanding or agree-
ment between various oil companies or manipulations thereby to raise
or depress prices, or any conditions of ownership or control of oil
properties or of refining and marketing facilities in the industry which
prevent effective competition.

Third. The profits of the principal companies engaged in the pro-
ducing, refining, and marketing of crude oil, gasollne, kerosene, and
other petrolenm prodnets during the years 1922, 1923, 1924, and 1925,
and also such other matters as may have bearing upon the subjects
covered by the provisions of this resolution.

COOPERATIVE MARKETING

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair now lays before the
Senafe the unfinished business.

The Senate, as in Commitiee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7893) to create a division of cooper-
ative marketing in the Depariment of Agriculture; to provide
for the acquisition and dissemination of information pertaining
to cooperation; to promote the knowledge of cooperative prin-
ciples and practices; to provide for ealling advisers to counsel
with the Secretary of Agriculture on cooperative activities; to
authorize cooperative associations to acquire, interpret, and dis-
seminate erop and market information, and for other purposes.

Mr. McNARY. DMr. President, when I yielded the floor yes-
terday afternoon I had concluded my analysis of the bill and
amendments, section by section. To-day I am going to devote
a brief time to a discussion of how the machinery will operate
when once set in motion. I think the machinery under the
bill ean best be illustrated and its practicability demonstrated
by a discussion of how it will operate when once the machinery
is set in motion. I accept June 1 as the date of operation be-
cause it is about that time that there will be a general knowl-
edge among the members of the board as to the amount of
wheat that may be produced for that calendar year. It will be
a sufficient time for the board to determine whether there is a
surplus over and above the amount needed for domestic con-

sumption and use.

e
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On June 1 the Federal farm board is advised that the acre-
age of winter and spring wheat in the United States is 53,-
000,000 acres; the condition of winter wheat is good; and it
estimates that an average yield of 15 bushels per acre (slightly
more than the average long-time production) will result in a
total crop of 815,000,000 bushels. It estimates that 100,000,000
will not leave the farm; that is, will be consumed for seed and
feed ; 550,000,000 bushels will move in trade to supply domestic
requirements; and that there will be a probable export balance
of 165,000,000 bushels.

Prior to the meeting of the board at which the decision to
operate with wheat is reached, petitions have been received
from the wheat growers’ associations of Texas, Oklahoma,
Indiana, Minnesota, North Dakota—I pick those States from
the 48 because they are the great wheat-producing States—and
from numerous farm bureaus, State farmers’ unions, granges,
and other farm organizations and cooperative associations,
asking the board to undertake operations in connection with
the forthcoming wheat erop.

The board having determined (1) that there is a prospective
snrplus above domestic requirements, and (2) that operations
with wheat are desired by a substantial number of organiza-
tions of avheat growers, the board then decides that operation
shall be undertaken, and it announces its decision, together
with its preliminary findings.

Again I cite section 15, subdivision e,

1 think, Mr. President, I might refer to the amendment
which will be offered to the bill, perhaps, strengthening sec-
tion 15a by giving to the wheat producers or the producers of
basic crops a larger determination of the guestion whether or
not the board shall undertake operations. There is a feeling
existing among those favorable to legislation of this character
that the board should not undertake to operate unless there
is a substantial eoncurrence and accord on the part of most
of the wheat producers or the producers of basic products. I
think that proposition can, perhaps, be amplified and strength-
ened in the bill. As the word * substantial ” is nsed in seection
15, paragraph ¢, that does not necessarily, perhaps, include
the voice of a majority or of a considerable number, and I am
perfectly willing, so far as I ean, to accede to an amendment
of that nature.

Mr., SIMMONS. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lexroor in the chair).
Does the Senator from Oregon yield to the Senator from North
Carolina ?

Mr. McNARY. I yleld.

Mr. SIMMONS. Do I understand that this sc-called referen-
dum will have to be held with reference to the basic commodi-
ties mentioned in the bill and, of course, to any others that
may hereafter be included?

Mr. McNARY. Yes.

Mr. SIMMONS. That will apply to cotton as well as wheat?

Mr., McNARY, Yes; that is true of the five basic commodi-
ties mentioned in the bill. The board on its own initiative can
not undertake operations; it can only act upon the initiative
of the producers of the basic agricultural commodities upon
which the bill is to operate. Senators will see the justice and
fairness of that proposal

Mr. SIMMONS. If the provision of the bill with reference
to cotton should be adopted, the revolving-fund feature would,
I understand, apply to cotton after three years; and even then,
before the equalization fee could be imposed, at the end of those
three years a referendum would have to be taken?

Mr. McCNARY., Whether the equalization fee applies at once
or is deferred has mothing whatever to do with what the Sen-
ator is pleased to call a referendum of the growers.

Mr. SIMMONS. That is what it is.

Mr. McNARY. On the other hand, if, for example, the board
found the crop prospects to be extremely poor, due to excessive
winter killing, indicating a total production barely equal to or
only slightly in excess of domestic Tequirements, it might de-
cide that there was in prospect no considerable surplus above
domestic requirements. If under snch eircumstances the wheat
price naturally rose back of the tariff—as was the case to a
great extent in 1925-26—then the organizations of producers
might feel that they were able to handle the situation and
secure for the farmers a price that would reflect most of the
tariff benefit without the aid of operations by the board.

Thus, in years of short domestic crop, when prices in this
country are above competitive prices outside, there is obviously
a point in the rise of domestic price above world price at
which there would cease to be any advantage from operation
by the board.

Continuing the illustrations: If the Winnipeg price for No.
1 northern (spring) wheat is $1 per bushel—I am using
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$1 really as an index number—and the comparable quality of
wheat at Minneapolis is selling for $1.35—other grades and
qualities in this country being relatively high, with the usunal
price differential between grades and qualities of wheat—then
the American farmers might be indifferent as to whether the
board operates or not.

On consultation with the wheat assoclations and other organ-
izations representing wheat producers, the board might con-
clude that the wheat farmers in the main do not favor a com-
mencement of operations. In that event no start would be
made, even though technically there might be a “surplus above
domestic requirements” of wheat,

In such a case the prospective surplus is so slight that, even
though operations might force prices still higher at very small
expense or trouble in handling the excess supply, the sentiment
among the farmers, as reflected by their organizations, would
not justify the board in undertaking operations. The exact
point at which the advantage from operations would cease is
of course indeterminate.

Decisions involving the eommencement of operations would
probably be made prior to the commencement of harvest in
most cases. It will be observed that I have accepted June 1,
which is prior to the eropping of the wheat, as the time when
operations will commence, but, as I have said, if there should be
a depression in the price in midseason or in the fall the board
could then start operations. I wish to speak of the advantages
of that feature.

Conceivably eonditions might arise under which wheat would
sell high, with the aid of the tariff, through the early months
of the crop year, but later in the year prices would drop, the
tariff benefit becoming smaller and tending to disappear, be-
cause the crop yield would prove to be higher than anticipated.
The wheat organizations might then petition the board to start
operations, and it might decide to do so. There would be no
inequity involved in the commencement of operation in mid-
season, since the early sales which had not paid the fee had
received no benefit from operations, while the latter sales on
which the fee is paid would be at a higher price level becaunse
of the board’s assistance than would have been otherwise
dbtained.

II. AMOUNT AND POINT OF COLLECTION OF FEB

Prior to the commencement of operations the board estimates
the probable losses and expenses and on that basis determines
the amount of the equalization fee, as provided in section 17,
to which I referred on yesterday. It must determine also
whether the fee shall be collected on the processing or on the
sale of the wheat (Sec. 18 (a)).

As I indicated on yesterday, the most practicable point for
the collection of the fee will necessarily be at the processing
point, in the ease of wheat, the miller, and I assume that is
exactly the way this bill will operate if permitted to do so.

The findings and determinations of the board may be worked
out in this form: In the fllustration I am placing the index
number of the price of wheat outside the United States at $1.
The price of wheat in the United States is placed at $1.40,
because I am assuming that if wheat is not permitted to come
in, and we remove the surplus either by storage or sale or
export, the price will go to the highest brick in the tariff wall.
I think that is an assumption upon which I safely may pro-
ceed; it is the theory of the bill, at least. Hence I put the
grice in the United States, including the equalization fee, at

1.40.

I am assuming also the wheat acreage to be 53,000,000 acres,
producing 15 bushels per acre, which will yield a net produc-
tion of 815,000,000 bushels, I am allowing 550,000,000 bushels
for domestic consumption and 100,000,000 bushels for seed and
feed on the farms. These two items make a total of 650,000,000
bushels which would be consumed in domestic use and for seed,
feed, and other farm purposes. Deducting the 650,000,000 bush-
els so consumed from the 815,000,000 bushels, representing the
total crop, will leave an available quantity for export of
165,000,000 bushels.

The purpose of the bill is to take care of that 165,000,000
bushels in excess of the domestic requirements which, if per-
mitted to remain in the country, would depress the price to
the level of the world price, but its removal from the domestic
market would naturally stimulate the price until it would
reach a point comparable to the benefits of the tariff. If I am
wrong in that assumption, the framers of the bill are wrong,
and its supporters are wrong, for that is the theory; and for
that reason I am using these fizures for the purpose_ of the
illustration. 3

Let me repeat that we will have 165,000,000 bushels for
export, I have figured that the price at home will be $1.40,

because by getting rid of the exportable surplus the price in
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the home market will be the dollar which it is worth outside
in the competitive markets, plus the tariff, or $1.40.

A loss of 40 cents a bushel on account of the sales in foreign
markets of 165,000,000 bushels amounts to $66,000,000 and
the equalization fee necessary to cover this loss of $60.000,000
is 924 cents on the whole crop, not on that which is exported
but on that which gets the benefit of the tariff in the home
market. I estimate the overhead expenses will amount to 1.77
cents, making a total equalization fee of 11 cents. The price
in the home market by reason of taking the surplus out of
the country and getting all the benefits of the tariff would be
§1.40, less the equalization fee of 11 cents, which would make
an average gain of 29 cents per bushel over and above what
the world price is, at which the exportable surplus is sold and
which would be the domestic price if it were not that we were
ridding ourselves of the surplus. As was stated, the board,
under section 18, must make it findings and determinations
as follows: : p

(1) Probable losses and refunds on export sales.

(2) The equalization fee is fixed, as I have said, at 11 cents
per bushel. The board chooses to base the fee on the unit of
measure rather than value, which would be, of course, as to
bushel rather than any particunlar quality, on the ground that
under its operations, as the general wheat price level rises, the
prices of all grades and qualities of wheat sold will rise cor-
respondingly. Producers of wheat will benefit approximately
the same dgmount per bushel from the increase, even though
substantially the old price differentials between grades and
qualities will pbtain on the new and higher price level.

(3) The board decides that the 11-cent fee shall be in effect
for the period, say, of one year from July 1 to June 30 fol-
lowing.

(4) The hoard decides that the fee shall be collected on the
processing rather than on the sale of wheat, on the ground
that the millers and converters of raw wheat number but a few
thousand—as I stated yesterday, about 3,800 in all—whereas
many times more would be involyed in collection on the first
sale. That is the advantage of collecting at the point of proe-
essing rather than from the individual producer when he makes
sale and passes his product to market. That is according to
section 18 (a).

(5) The board announces the amount of the fee, the date of
the commencement of operations—and I have taken July 1 as
the date of commencement—the period during which the fee
shall remain in effect, and the point of its collection—which, I
repeat, perhaps would be at the point of processing—and the
millers return to the fund the equalization fee in practically
the same manner, as I perhaps mentioned yesterday, as an
automobile manufacturer returns his revenue to the Gov-
ernment,

Mr. WILLIAMS. How about the packers?

Mr. McNARY. I was speaking of wheat; but, as the Senator
from Missourl so well ealls to my attention, if it were on
livestock or hogs, the fee would be paid by the packers, which,
of course, they would deduct at the time of the purchase, which
wounld immensely simplify the procedure,

(6) The board arranges either to supervise the collectlon of
the fee itself, or, preferably, it arranges with the Bureau of
Internal Revenue to take over the collection of the fee at
the actual cost involved. That is according to section 21, sub-
division (a).

111, COMMENCEMENT AND NATURE OF OPERATIONS

The board, in anticipation of the collection of equalization
fees and in order to have operating capital for use in carrying
out its part of the contracts and agreements with cooperative
associations and/or millers for the withholding, removing, and
disposition of the surplus, draws, we will say, $25,000,000 from
the revolving fund and places it in the equalization fund for
wheat. That is according to section 19, subdivisions (a) and
(b). In the meantime the wheat cooperative association have
incorporated a wheat-export corporation as a nonprofit sub-
sidiary controlled by them,

In working out the plan I, of course, am anticipating to a
large extent what probably would be the attitude and what
action would probably follow the passage of this act by the
board.

Mr, NORBECK. Mr. President— .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon

= yicld to the Senator from South Dakota?

Mr. MoNARY. I yield.

Mr. NORBECK. I am enjoying very much this splendid
discussion on the part of the able Senator from Oregon. I am
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not clear on one point, however. I note that he refers to a
40-cent difference.

Mr. McNARY. Yes.

Mr. NORBECK. Am I mistaken about the tariff being 42
cents?

Mr. McNARY. No; the Senator is quite right, but I left off
the fraction. I took the index number of $§1 as the price
prevailing at the nearest competitive market. I might further
illustrate and take Winnipeg at $1 as an index. Then I simply
added 40 cents, omitting the figure 2, and based it upon $1.40,
assuming the tariff to be 100 per cent effective.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr, President, will the Senator pardon me?

Mr. McNARY. Yes,

Mr, SIMMONS. Do I understand the Senator to mean that
when this plan is put into operation it operates for that year?

Mr. McNARY. Oh, no. I may say to the Senator from North
Carolina that the board determines the period through which
the operation will be carried on and gives public notice of
that fact. As an illustration of my own, I took it for a period
of one year.

Mr. SIMMONS. Onece it is put in operation it continues in
operation, does it not?

Mr. McNARY. It continues in operation for the period speci-
fied by the findings of the board. It might be 80 days, it might
be 6 months; but this is a hypothetical proposition, and I gave
just the one year.

Mr. SIMMONS. Suppose there is a very short crop, a erop
not more than sufficient to supply the American demand.
Would the equalization fee be collected in that year?

Mr. McNARY. Oh, no; the board would not operate.

Mr. SIMMONS. The board would not operate? .

Mr. McNARY. Certainly not. .

Mr. SIMMONS. They would just suspend operations for that
year?

Mr. MocNARY.' They would not commence operations. They
are always in suspension unless they are set in operation.

Mr. SIMMONS, That was exactly what I desired to learn.

Mr. McNARY. For instance, take the Senator’s illustration.
If there was no surplus yield above domestic requirements, the
farmers would get the full benefit of the tariff, which would give
the producer just the same price as if there were a surplus
under the operation of this bill, plus the equalization fee, be-
cause there would be no equalization fee to pay.

Mr. SIMMONS. And there would be no equalization fee
pald, or anything of that sort?

Mr. McNARY. No; not at all.

Mr. SIMMONS. But the next year there might be overpro-
duetion, and then the equalization fee would apply?

Mr. McNARY. Yes. 1t applies only whenever the board
determines that there is a surplus above domestic requirements,
and when a considerable number of farm organizations and
cooperative associations ask the board to operate, and in their
best judgment they find that they should operate to benefit
the farmers. Then operations begin, and for as long as they
have declared the period to be the equalization fee'is collected,
because the producer is receiving the benefit from the opera-.
tion ; but when there is no operation to go forward, where sup-
ply and demand have adjusted themselves so that the farmer is
getting the best available price, the board remains in a state
of suspension.

Mr. SIMMONS. Baut it does not eollect the equalization fee
for that year? .

Mr. McNARY. Not at all.

Mr. SIMMONS. The equalization fee applies only to that
part of the erop which is actually marketed, and not to that
part which is consumed by the producer?

Mr. MocNARY. No; all that is consumed domestically pays
the equalization fee.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr, President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. McNARY. I do.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator from North Carolina evidently is
think ing of the wheat that the farmers keep for seed and feed.

Mr. McNARY. Oh, no, no; the Senator referred to the
wheat domestically consumed,

Mr. SIMMONS. No; I said it would not apply to that part
of the crop which was not marketed, but which was consumed
by the person who produced it; would it?

Mr. McNARY. Oh, no; of course not. I used the figures a
moment ago of domestic consumption at 550,000,000 bushels,
and 100,000,000 bushels upon the farm for seed and feed. The
100,000,000 bushels used for feed and seed does not get to the

-
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miller; it is not processed in any way, and it pays no equaliza-
tion fee.

Mr. SMOOT. It does not enter commerce.

Mr. McNARY. No; that is exactly it.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The fee is not collected under the com-
merce clause.

Mr. McNARY. We have invoked the commerce clause to
strengthen the bill against any attack that might be made upon
it from a constitutional standpoint; but I hope we will not get
into that debate. I wanted to discuss the mechanies of the
bill. I Intimated yesterday my views along that line, but I
shall say something on that subject at another time. I want
no one to be misled., I may anticipate things here, as to how
the board will conduct its operations in a way, quite apart
from what would be done in actual practice, or perhaps not
entirely according to the course which those who are kind
enongh to listen to me might adopt; but I am assuming that
this is about what will be done:

At the outset the board enters into a contract with the
wheat export corporation. That is to take care of the exports.
For want of a better name I have simply given such an or-
ganization that name. Under the terms of that contract the
corporation agrees to buy 50,000,000 bushels of wheat as fast
as it comes on the market at Kansas City, Bt. Louls, and
Chicago, and to arrange for the storage of these purchases.
The board agrees to reimburse the corporation for the storage
and carrying costs, and for losses in the event that sales are
made at a price lower than the purchase price. Domestic
prices will rise at once, of course, toward the level at which
imports will be attracted. If we have a surplus and we esti-
mate it. to be 50,000,000 or 100,000,000 bushels, the mere fact
that the board, as an agency of the farmer, enters the market
to take this great amount of wheat off the market, either by
gtorage or by export, will have the effect of bringing the domes-
tie price up to the highest brick in the tariff wall.

In getting under way, the export corporation might have to
leave some of its wheat in storage to prevent imports. Of
course if it found that buying 50,000,000 bushels of wheat
caused the domestic price to rise above the tariff, naturally we
would haye wheat coming to us from Argentina and Canada.
To cure that situation, the board then would have to return to
the market some of the wheat which it had purchased, and
possibly at a profitable price.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr, President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from South Dakota?

Mr. McNARY. I am glad to yield.

Mr. McCMASTER. What percentage of the total crop does the
Senator consider that it would be necessary for this board to
purchase at the outset?

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I really have not given it much
thought. My whole illustration proceeds upon the theory that
we have for export 165,000,000 bushels of surplus, In that case
50,000,000 bushels would not be all the surplus. They might
want to take up the whole of the surplus. I am assuming that
the purchase of 50,000,000 bushels would stimulate the market,
and I have used that figure. As I say, much of this is hypo-
thetical, but the only way to apply the various sections, in my
opinion, is to illustrate them as you go along.

Mr. McMASTER. The point I really had In mind was this:
The minute you begin to buy wheat and your local market re-
acts to the tariff wall, which is 42 cents a bushel, therefore all
the wheat owners in the country would readily understand that
under no circumstances during the coming months could their
wheat be at a higher price, and therefore all of the wheat of
the country would go to market, would it not? That is the in-
formation that I am interested in securing.

Mr. McNARY. Does the Senator mean at one time?

Mr. McMASTER. At one time.

Mr. McNARY. I do not think so. I think if the wheat
grower knew—and he would know—that the board was in the
market buying 50,000,000 bushels of wheat, and it found that
the price level came up to the tariff wall, though it did not
attract wheat from the outside, he could sit there content with
the assurance that at any time he sold he would receive that
high price.

Mr. McMASTER. Yes; but the holder of the wheat realizes
that every month he holds the wheat he is losing the interest
on his investment.

Mr. McNARY. Oh, yes.

Mr. McMASTER. Therefore there would be no object in
withholding the wheat from the market.

Mr. McNARY. Well, yes. That 18 a refinement with which
I am not familiar. I thank the Senator, however, for suggest-
ing that.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President——
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Serator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. McNARY. I do.

Mr. WILLIAMS. When the Senator reaches the point in the
analysis he is making where he can discuss this question of the
tariff, and the reason why he uses it as a yardstick, will he
discuss that feature of it?

Mr. McNARY. I might as well do it now.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Can the Senator do that now?

Mr. McNARY. If I get the Senator’s point, in the House
bill there is a provision that the board shall pay the producers
of wheat the price obtaining at the nearest central competitive
point outside of the country, plus the tariff, plus transporta-
tion. This bill does not contain that provision. That was fix-
ing by statute a price. This bill says that they shall go into
the market and remove the surplus. When the surplus is re-
moved I have no doubt, nor have those who are supporting the
bill, but that under the law of supply and demand the price of
wheat will almost instantly reach a point covered by the tariff
over and above the price at the nearest competitive point, less
the equalization fee.

I may use the illustration again. Wheat is selling at Winni-
peg at §1. It is selling at $1.10 in this country. The board,
after consultation, and on the petition of these various farm
organizations and cooperative associations, start operations.
They go out to relieve the market of the depressing effect of
the surplus. I think and belleve that almost instantly the
price of wheat will go from $1.10 to $1.42 or £1.40.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let us assume that is true. I was think-
ing rather of the sale by the board of some surplus wheat,
say at Liverpool, and I was thinking of using as a yardstick
of values a tariff, we will say, of 42 cents, which was not placed
on wheat for any such purpose as that, but was an arbitrary
figure which was placed on wheat for the purpose ‘of prevent-
ing competition from without. It seems to me that when the
tariff is used as a yardstick in that way, the theory of the
tariff policy is inverted, and that it would be more consistent
to permit the board to fix the price by using some other yard-
stick that would be reasonable, rather than the tariff. For
example, suppose we were dealing with cotton.

Mr. McNARY. Would the Senator as soon use wheat, be-
cause we have started in with that?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 1 was going to speak of cotton be-
cause there is no tariff on cotton. In speaking of wheat, I
suppose this wheat schedule of 42 cents is an elastic schedule;
it is one that could be affected possibly by Executive order.

Mr. McNARY. The tariff is 80 cents.

Mr. WILLTAMS, Therefore, in collaboration with the Exee-
utive, it might be pessible for the board to have some elasticity
in using this tariff figure to get a reasonable price, Of course,
we all understand that under this plan, if there is a scarcity
of wheat in the United States, the board would not operate. If
there were just sufficient to satisfy home consumption, the plan
would not be in operation, and it operates only for the pur-
pose of taking care of the surplus. In taking care of that sur-
plus, we use the tariff as a standard of value, but we use it in
inversion of the theory upon which the tariff was placed on
wheat. I am wondering whether that does not make it en-
tirely an altogether too arbitrary figure.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Witnis in the chalr).
Does the Senator from Oregon yield to the Senator from South
Dakota?

Mr. McNARY. I yield.

Mr. McMASTER. The information I asked for a moment ago
in regard to the total amount of crop flowing to the market
immediately after the price had been stabilized I do not think
in any wise is an objection to the bill, because the bill makes
proper provision for the finaneing of the whole deal, anyway.

Mr. MAYFIELD and Mr. CUMMINS addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon
vield ; and If so, to whom?

Mr. McNARY. I yield first to the Senator from Texas.

Mr. MAYFIELD. I have the honor of representing in this
body a little State that produces about one-third of the cotton
of the United States, which has no tariff on it, as the Senator
knows, I was wondering how the cotton planters would hope to
get any benéfit under this proposition. I am just asking for
light. I have not reached a conclusion about the measure. I
just want to do the best I can for the people.

Mr. McNARY. The fluctnations in the yield of cotton are
very great, as the Senator knows, varying from 8,000,000 bales
to 16,000,000 bales per annum. From 50 to 70 per cent of the
crop is exported. There is no tariff on cotton. The only benefit
to the cotton producer would be an advance to those associa-
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tions of money from equalization funds, in order that they
might make orderly marketing of their products a practicable
proposition, so that they would not in a year of great yield too
quickly satisfy the appetite in the foreign market, and they

could in a year or two. by withholding, get the highest price

by stimulating the world price.

Mr. MAYFIELD. The Senator means the highest world
price?

Mr. McNARY. Yes, :

Mr. MAYFIELD. The Senator a moment ago was speaking
with reference to wheat, and the price of wheat, stating that
the board would buy up the surplus of wheat and in that way
raice the domestie price to a certain point, which would include
the tariff and the transportation charges. I want to ask him
what really determines the price of any commodity. Is the
price determined by the amecunt of the commeodity in existence
or is it affected and determined by the surplus that would be
held by any board?

Let me illustrate. Take the price of cotton to-day. It was
stated on the floor of the House by a prominent Representa-
tive, who had given a great deal of thought and study to this
question, that if 250,000 bales of cotton were taken from the
market the price of cotton would immediately advance. Yet
it was later determined that the cooperatives had already taken
1,500,000 bales off the market, and the cooperatives to-day
have 1,500,000 bales of cotton which they are holding. Yet
the price of cotton has steadily declined from 22 cents last fall
to about 16 cents to-day. My distinguished colleague who sits
to my left here [Mr. Georce], who is a member of one of the
cooperatives of Georgia, iz still holding his cotton and can get
16 cents for it to-day, when he could have gotten 22 cents for
it last October,

Mr, SMOOT.

Mr. McNARY, I yield

Mr. SMOOT. In connection with what the Senator is say-
ing, the Senator from Georgia has kept his cotton, no doubt,
but about two-fifths of all that million and a half bales of cot-
ton have been sold. It is not held entirely off the market. A
million and a half bales of cotton were put into that pool for
the purpose of steadying t(he market. The Senator will find
that at least two-fifths of that cotton has been sold since that
combination was made. That would never happen under the
provisions of this bill.

Mr. MAYFIELD. If the Senator will suffer a further inter-
ruption, if the taking of 1,500,000 bales from the market has
had no effect at all—at least did not raise the price or stop
the falling of the price—I was just wondering how many bales
would have to be taken off the market to have any effect.

Mr. SMOOT. A million and a half bales is a little less than
10 per cent of the production of the cotton this year. I have
no doubt that if it had been double that amount the supply
would have fallen below the world demand of cotton; the

Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

world would have taken it all, and more, too; and the price of |

cotton would have advanced. But this year I suppose there
was the largest crop of cotton ever known in the United States,
and the demand for cotton throughout the world is less than
it has been in the past. In other words, if the Senator will
look at the statistics as to the amount of cotton used by the
American mills to-day, he will find that there is less cotion
used, less cotton contracted for, this very year than there has
been for years and years past. So there is a double reason
why cotton is depressed this year. Not only is there the
greatest crop, but there is a lack of demand for it as well.

That does not happen so often with wheat, because we know
abont what amount of wheat will be grown in the United States
if the ecrop is a first-class crop, and whenever there is not a
first-class crop the effect is felt immediately even upon the
price of wheat in the world.

Mr. HEFLIN., Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. McNARY. I yield.

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator from Utah is entirely mistaken
about the demand for cotton falling off. Mr. Hoover gave out
a statement, I believe in November, to the effect that the world
wonld need and take at least 15,000,000 bales from Americans
if it could get that amount.

Mr. NORRIS, Mr. President, I would like to make a sug-
gestion. I do not know whether it will be welcome to the
Senator from Oregon, but Senators will remember that the
Senator from Oregon is undertaking now to give an illustration
of what would happen under this bill If it becomes a law, and
he is just part way through with his illustration and is using
wheat as the object of the illustration. It seems to me we

should not take him away from that until be has flnished, and
then we can take up the matter of cotton.
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Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator is right about that, and I have
no desire to disturb the Senator in his argument; but I did not

| want the statement of the Senator frem Utah to stand un-

challenged.
creasing, ¥

AMr. SMOOT. The Senator is mistaken.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I agree with what the Sena-
tor from Nebraska has said; yet a suggestion has been made
with reference to cotton which I think is unfounded, and I
think now is the time when we ean possibly give that argu-
ment some attention. If the Senator will pardon me, I would
like to answer it for a few minutes.

As I understand the Senator’s argunment with reference to
wheat, it is this: If you can withdraw from the market the
unneeded surplus, reducing the supply of wheat in this coun-
try to the domestic demand, the tariff will prevent importa-
tlons of wheat from abroad, and the effect will be that the
price of wheat in this country will go up to the level of the
tariff wall.

Mr. MCNARY. That is the theory upon which I am proceed-
ing, and it is the purpose of the bill.

Mr. SIMMONS., That means this, as I understand it, that
but for the tariff, in that situation, wheat would come into
this country from the outside,

Mr. McNARY. Yes. -

Mr. SIMMONS. The result of that would be that the price
of wheat in this country would be forced down to the level of
world prices. If that applied to cotfon, what the Senator from
Texas has said would be correct with reference to cotton: but
it does not. If we can remove the unneeded surplus of cotton
in this country, the sgurplus over and above the aggregate of
our domestic consumption and the guantity we export to sup-
ply demand the world makes on us for cotton, then, if there
were a surplus of cotton in other portions of the world which
might find & market in this country, it wounld depress and keep
the price dewn to the world price. But when we have re-
moved from the markets in the United States all except what
is necessary to supply cur domestic demand and what we sell
abroad, there is no production of cotton in the balance of the
world which would find a market in this country. We pro-
duce here practically the world's surplus, We supply our own
demand and produce the world's surplus of cotton. That is
not so of wheat. The outside supply of wheat is abundant.
We can withdraw our surplus, and still there is enough wheat
in the world to meet its demands and to supply us if we need it.
But when we do that with reference to cotton, then there is
no excess of cotton anywhere else in the world that will come
into the United States and depress the price in our domestic
market. So the lack of a surplus of eotton anywhere else in
the world operates, if we will remove the surplus produced
here, upon the price in this country just exactly as the tariff
does in the case of wheat.

Mr. McNARY. I thank the Senator from North Carolina
for his observation.

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President; will the Senator from Oregon
yield to me to make a short observation on the cotton situation?

Mr. McNARY. Yes; I yield.

Mr. GOODING. I understand that when the country pro-
duces 14,000,000 bales of cotton it produces an ample supply
not only for our own use but for the world. It takes abont
14,000,000 American bales of cotton to supply America and the
needs of the world. Originally the estimates made by the De-
partment of Agriculture were that the crop this year was
14,000,000 bales. The eooperatives took off 1,500,000 bales, hop-
ing in that way to control prices. Then it later developed
that we had 16,000,000 bales of cotton, so it is plain why cot-
ton prices went down. They were not able to take enough
cotton off the market to control the prices. But if the bill
passes, so that we will be able to take enough off the market
and carry it along, then we can talk about controlling the
prices. Of course, the cotton cooperative organization must
break down. That is what has destroyed every cooperative
marketing organization heretofore in existence in America, be-
cause they have not been able to control the entire output of
the farm products, and unless they can do that they must of
necessity fail.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Oregon
will permit me further——

Mr. McNARY. I yield.

Mr, SIMMONS, I did not address myself to that phase of
the matter, but I would like to do so now. It is vastly different
when there is a purchase and withdrawal of 2,000,000 bales of
cotton from the domestic market by an association or an organ-
ization or agency, whatever it may be, private or governmental,
that can hold that cotton indefinitely and as long as the exi-

I think the demand for American cotton is in-
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gencles of the situation to accomplish a specific purpose makes
it necessary.

The kind of withdrawal that the bill contemplates is far
different from the kind of withdrawal that is brought about
through the operation of the cooperative associations. That
is not withdrawal at all in any sense.

Mr. GOODING. I agree with the Senator thoroughly, if he
will permit me, but at the same time——

Mr. SIMMONS. Let me finish. It will take but a moment
to do so, and then I shall be glad to hear what the Senator
has to say.

The cooperatives receive from their members, we will say,
1,500,000 bales of cotton this year. They make the members
a cash advance. They promise to market that cotton in an
orderly way, and as fast as they sell it they promise the owner
of the cotton that they will give him his part of the proceeds
in excess of what has already been turned over to him. It
is necessary for them, therefore, to market the cotton and meet
the requirements of their stockholders, so to speak, for their
money as speedily as they can possibly put it upon the market
and sell it in an orderly way. Therefore, the minute the
cooperatives acquire the cotton they begin to look around for
a market for the cotton. They begin to sell it. They are not
in a condition, financially or otherwise, to hold the ¢otton for
any fixed period of time. They hold it only temporarily. They
have contracted to sell it as quickly as they can in an orderly
way. It is not a permanent withdrawal. It is not a with-
drawal which notifies the balance of the world that here are
2,000,000 bales of cotton which represent the entire world sur-
plus in the hands of the Government or a corporation sufficiently
strong to hold it a year, or two years, or any length of time
that may be necessary in order to stabilize the price of cotton
in this country.

Mr. GOODING. In all of which I agree with the Senator,
but the point I make is that if there had been only 14,000,000
bales of cotton produced in this country this year the efforts of
the cooperative associations weuld have been successful to some
extent. The result was that after they made their withdrawal
cotton continued to decline, because it soon developed that
there were 16,000,000 bales of cotton produced instead of
14,000,000, so they were not effective at all in holding up the
price, and they, as a cooperative organization responsible for
taking the position of attempting to hold up the prices, suffered
from the fact that they did hold their cotton. Everybody else
who put the cotton on the market immediately benefited from
the efforts of the cooperative organization.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from
Oregon will pardon me. I thought the statement was pertinent
just at that point.

Mr. McNARY. I am very glad to accommodate the Senator.

At the outset the board enters into a contract with the Wheat
Export Corporation, under the terms of which the corporation
agrees to buy 50,600,000 bushels of wheat as fast as it comes
on the market at Kansas City, St. Louis, and Chicago, and to
arrange for the storage of these purchases. The board agrees
to reimburse the corporation for the storage and carrying costs
and its losses in the event that sales are made at prices lower
than the purchase price.

Domestic prices will rise at once toward the level at which
imports will be attracted.

Again keep in mind the illustration I made of the basic or
index figure of §1 and the tariff at 40 cents.

In getting under way the Export Corporation may have to
release some of its wheat in storage to prevent imports. On the
other hand, if the domestic price lags the board and the corpora-
tlon may have to coutract for additional purchases. Later in
the season additional confracts covering purchases in Minne-
apolis and Portland or Seattle will probably be entered into.

As I stated, my hypothetical case proceeds upon the theory

that there is a surplus of 165,000,000 bushels. The 50,000,000 |

which the board takes off the market at the places I have men-
tioned may not be sufficient stimuli to raise the price to a point
comparable with the benefits of the tariff. The board may then
have to go ahead and double or duplicate the amount which they
first bought or took of the estimated surplus from the market.

All these purchases are made at the prevailing market price,
but that price will tend to remain high in relation to world
price because of the announced determination of the board to
make such contracts as are necessary fo keep the surplus out of
the domestic market at all times.

Referring to the comment made by the Senator from South
Dakota [Mr. McMasteR], I have no doubt that the producer at
any time, whether he sells immediately on the operation of the
board or at any tlme during the whole period of harvesting,
will receive the benefit through that period. It remains equal
and substantial and the same,
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On the other hand, the price can not rise above the competitive
prices outside the United States plus the tariff, for imports must
not be attracted.

There is a provision in the bill which proceeds upon the
theory that the board might start operations when the world
price plus the tariff would give the producer a very large and
excessive price. The senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. CuMMINS]
had inserted in the bill known as the Dickinson bill a provi-
sion that the board at no time may operate when the price,
indeed, would be higher than a fair and reasonable return
to the producer. It was thought by that means we could pre-
vent an excessive price being paid to the producers for their
basic produnets. I do not know that I referred to that yester-
day in my statement. It was an omission on my part if I
did not.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator if
that provision is not in the pending bill?

Mr. McNARY. Yes; that provision is in the bill.
to subdivision 1 of section 15, which reads:

(1) No payment of losses ghall be made unless the purchase or
contract for the purchase Is made at a price which, in the opinion
of the board, is not in excess of a falr dnd reasonable price.

That is the provision to which I have just alluded.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. As I understand it, it is establishing a
Government monopoly for the handling of farm prodnets within
certain limits.

Mr. McNARY. I do not think the Government is establish-
ing a monopoly. The Government is creating an agency which
the farmers may use for the purpose only of stimulating and
increasing the prices by relieving the price level of the depress-
ing effect of a surplus.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Relieving that depressed price by going
into the markets and buying enough to stimulate the market
to the tariff level and then disposing of it.

Mr. McNARY. That is true, in a way that would bring
about a minimum in the way of losses, which losses are rep-
rcsented by the equalization fee paid, and which comes di-
rectly from the producers themselves,

Mr, SHIPSTEAD. And in order to do that they must be
able to monopolize the purchase of wheat, or at least of the
surplus.

Mr. McNARY. I do not like the word “monopoly.” It is
rather an offensive term. I hate to see it applied in a case
which is for the purpose of benefiting the farmers' condition.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I did not want to use it in an offensive
sense at all

Mr. McNARY. I know exactly the sympathy the Senator
has for the producers of the country. It must necessarily give
them a power which, I think, can only be given them by the Con-
gress, a power to help them improve the situation which has
been made for them by Congress in legislation heretofore
enacted. I am not complaining, but I cite the tariff law, the
immigration law, the railroad laws, and many other species of
favorite legislation which have made necessary, in my opinion,
legislation of this kind in order to give the farmer the same
treatment we have given those engaged in other industries.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. As a matter of self-defense.

Mr. McNARY. Yes; as a matter of self-defense.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. If we call it by the same name, it ought
to smell as sweet as though we called it by some other name.

Ilr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I wish the Senator would
help me clear up just one little trouble that I have in my
mind,

Mr. McNARY. Certainly.

Mr. STMMONS. I think the point was raised by the Senator
from Missouri [Mr. WirtLiams] awhile ago. If I understood
the Senator from Missouri correctly, his understanding was
that the board or its agent would fix the price at which they
would buy the surplus. I do not know whether or not he
was correct, I was going to ask the Senator whether or not
that is trme.. Would they fix a price based upon the world
price plus the tariff or would they, when they begin opera-
tions, simply go into the market at that point and buy wheat
for whatever price it was selling at, with a view to stabilizing
the price when they had withdrawn the surplus from the
market by purchase? In other words, upon what would the
board base its purchases? Would it be upon an artificial base
fixed by the world price plus the tariff or would it be upon
whatever the market price was at the time they, in order to
withdraw the surplus from the market, offered to buy?

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, attempting an answer to the
Senator’s inquiry—and it goes not to any langnage employed
in the bill, but to the question of judgment in the administra-
tion of the act by this board—I will say that I would assume
that they would not fix a price based upon the nearest com-

I refer
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petitive outslde market plus the tariff, plus the cost of trans.
portation. That, indeed, would be price fixing.

Mr, SIMMONS. It would.

Mr. McNARY. I think they would announce to the world
that they were to start operations on the 1st day of June,
following out my illustration, and if they determined that
there were 165,000,000 bushels in excess of the domestic re-
gquirements they would start to buy at the market price,

Mr. SIMMONS. That is my understanding.

Mr. McNARY. But, as a practical proposition, it is my
opinion that the farmer who has wheat and knows these oper-
ations are going to start would withhold his product until
he can get the highest price, and that would be the price
that is based on foreign competition plus the tarifl.

Mr. SIMMONS. Then the Senator concludes—and that is
my conelusion—that as soon as the board begins to buy upon
the basis of prevailing prices the price that will ultimately
obtain as the result of this withdrawal will begin to operate
immediately?

Mr. McNARY. I think so; but, Mr. President, in a bill of
this kind one might say much must be left to the imagination
as to what the board would do. I am assuming here to-day
to point out what the board might possibly do. I have no
doubt it might be very differently and much better than I am
attempting to demonstrate. I am only making this statement
for the purpose of showing the practicability and workability
of the bill and what would be accomplished when the ma-
chinery shall have been set in motion,

Mr. SIMMONS. I simply desire to remove the idea that
the board would start out by arbitrarily fixing a price. That
is what I had in mind.

Mr. McNARY. I will say to the Senator that I have no
doubt that the board could fix a price, but the board certainly
would not do it.

Mr. SIMMONS. The bill is not so drawn as to require
the board to do so.

Mr. McNARY. Not at all.

Mr, SIMMONS. And it would not be necessary for the
board to do it in order to benefit the farmer.

Mr. McNARY. Not at all.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, may T make a suggestion?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Witris in the chair).
Does the Senator from Oregon yield further?

Mr. McNARY. I yield.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, as I understand, the ob-
ject of the bill is to help the farmer receive the world price
plus the tariff, and to that extent it works toward the fixing
at least of that price. One may say that it is not price fixing,
but it is to help the farmer to get a better price. However, to
the extent of the tariff of 42 cents, at least that.much of the
price is fixed if the law operates to bring the tariff into effect.

Mr. McNARY. That is correct.

Mr. President, I wish briefly to discuss a problem that might
seemingly confront the millers. Again I must call the atten-
tion of the Senate that I have adopted the theory that the
equalization fee is paid by the miller, that being the most
practical point. He pays the equalization fee when the wheat
is ground into flour and makes his refurn to the board for the
equalization fee, which I have estimated in my illustration to
be 11 cents a bushel.

Millers with export eustomers, or millers desiring to grind
for export, can negotiate agreements with the board whereby
they can buy wheat at the prevailing market price—or if the
board finds it advisable can secure wheat for milling from the
export corporation—and sell the flour in export with the as-
surance that the difference between the price paid for the
wheat, including the equalization fee and the lower wheat
price abroad controlling the price at which the flour is sold,
shall be made up to the millers by the board; that is, if the
miller buys his wheat and exports it he has the assurance
under the provisions of the contract that the board will make
up the losses sustained in that transaetlon. Mills thus can
use their excess capacity in grinding for export, and at the
same time the domestic price can be maintained back of the
tariff.

Agencies picked by the board—that means If there are not
sufficient cooperative organizations with sufficlent experience
and financial strength to handle the situation created by the
operations of the board for two years, the board can create its
own agencies, and those are the agencies to which I now make
reference—agencies picked by the board can buy up wheat as
necessary and feed it out to the world trade either ag wheat or
flour. If too much is taken off the market so that the price
rises until imports commence to flow in, then as much of the
stornge wheat as necessary should be released to domestic
trade.

e
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As another [llustration, if the prlce In America were suf-
ficlently high to attract wheat from the outside, from Argen-
tina or Canada, then the board would necessarily take from
that which it had in storage and return it to the domestic
market, thereby depressing prices to a point where the flow
from the outside would cease.

Mr. GOODING. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. McNARY. I do.

Mr. GOODING. It is not possible at any time for the Ameri-
can farmer or wheat grower to get the foreign price plus the
full amount of the duty. That will never be done.

Mr., MocNARY. The Senator from Idaho was not present
when I made my statement relative to that matter. I used in
the illustration not the full tariff of 42 cents a bushel, but the
basic price of $1 per bushel for wheat outside. Then I used
the 40 cents for the tariff. That, possibly, is not all of the
tariff, but I assume it to be 40 cents. As I recall, under the
tariff law the duty on wheat is 30 cents a bushel, but by a
presidential order it was increased 12 cents, making it 42 cents,
leaving still in the President the right to increase the tariff
3 cents additional per bushel. That would be the full tariff
duty permitted by existing law, if I am right in the figures;
and I think they are correct.

Mr, SACKETT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. McNARY. I yield.

Mr. SACKETT. There is one point which I should like to
have the Senator explain that was not quite clear to me during
the meetings of the committee. The theory of this bill is that
the "processer, the miller, for instance, will collect the equaiiza-
tion fee from the farmer at the time he takes over the farmer's
wheat, and then that the miller will process the wheat which
is going to be used for export and send it abroad. That wili
have the effect, as I ean see, of drawing up the price of wheat
in this conntry, but when the miller exports the flour and takes
out of the market the surplus flour, will it not have exactly the
same effect in drawing up the price of the domestic flour, as
well as that of wheat, and cause a great increase in the cost to
the consumer?

Mr. McNARY, Of course, Mr, President, that is one of the
objections that is made, that it will result in additional cost
to the consumer, The cost of flour will very naturally increase
as the price of wheat goes up, but I do not think the Senator
need worry about the additional cost of bread to the consumer,
While I have not the figures clearly in mind, I know as a
member of the Agricultural Committee and from reading that
when wheat has brought $1.60 a bushel or has gone as high as
$3.20 a bushel, actually it has made but little difference to the
consumer in the cost of a loaf of bread. I think the chairman
of the committee, who has given so muech patient time and
consideration to these problems, will bear me out in the state-
ment that there has been but little difference in the cost of
bread to the consumer when there have been violent fluctua-
tions in the price of wheat.

Mr, WHEELER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. McNARY. Yes.

Mr. WHEELER. Of course, when a tariff is put upon any-
thing in this counfry, a manufactured article or anything else,
it increases the price to the consumer, does it not?

Mr. McNARY. Certainly, but I think the increase is infini-
tesimal as compared to the great benefit resulting. I do not
think there will be found many business men in the country or
members of labor organizations who begrndge a better condi-
tion for the farmer, because such a condition will react upon
them and they will derive a benefit which, while not as great,
will be proportionately as great as the benefit received by the
producers themselves.

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, I may say that the American
Federation of Labor has gone on record for this hill.

Mr. SACKETT. Mr. President, it was not the effect on the
farmer to which I had reference, but it was the effect upon
the miller ; whether the miller would not be able to get a very
much higher price for the balance of his flour after he had
exported the amount made from wheat to be exported from the
country. Will it not leave him in a better position to raise his
prices still higher? We have not had any complaint from the
miller as to the bill, however.

Mr. McNARY. No; and those matters will all be taken care
of by the board under contract provided for in the various
sections of the bill.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

Mr. McNARY. 1 yield to the Senator from Nebraska,




10584

Mr. NORRIS. Not that I think it s very material, but I
de not want to let pass by a statement that might later on chance
to trouble us. There was very strong opposition to the bill
from one branch of the millers. The Minnesota millers were
represented before the committee by ex-Representative Ander-
gon, who made a very lengthy and a very able argument in
opposition to the bill

Mr. SACKETT. That was the only opposition, I think.

Mr. NORRIS. I state that not because it is of any im-
portance but because I do mot want the statement to go into
the Recorp that there was no opposition presented.

Mr. SIMMONS. That opposition was based on the increase
of the price of the raw material, was it not?

Mr. NORRIS. It was not based altogether on that ground;
. of course, Mr. Anderson based his opposition on other grounds—
that it was economieally wrong, and so forth.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from
Oregon yield to me?

Mr. McNARY. I yleld.

Mr. McKELLAR. Has the Senator any fizures showing the
relative prices of wheat and flour through any considerable
period of time? Do they not frequenfly diverge so that when
there is a low price for wheat it does not always mean a low
price for flour?

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon
further yield?

Mr. McNARY. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. BINGHAM. Is it not perfectly true, however, that if we
permanently raise the price of wheat we are going permanently
to raise the price of flour, and that the housewife who buys a
barrel of flour will naturally have to pay more for it?

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ore-
gon yield to let me make an observation in reference to that
suggestion?

Mr. McNARY. I have the floor and I will yield to the Sena-
tor in time.

Mr. McKELLAR. Very well

Mr. McNARY. I attempted a moment ago to answer the
pertinent inguiry of the Senator from Connecticut. I do not
think the poor housewife will be disturbed at all by the enact-
ment of this bill. I think she will be happy, indeed, to see the
farmers prosper, and that she will not pay one cent more for
flour, 'That is not a personal assurance, however, but an
observation.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I wish to call attention to
another well-known artiele which we all use. We have now a
comparatively low price level for hides out of which shoes are
made, and yet we have an enormously high level of prices for
shoes ; in other words, the price of hides does not fix the price
of shoes, and apparently they have no real connection,

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator must realize that In the case
of shoes a long manufacturing process is necessary and that
many items enter into the price of a pair of shoes, whereas in
this case there is merely the milling process, and I have not as
yet in following the Senator’s very able argument been quite
able to see where the millions of dollars which it is expected
to distribute among the farmers are going to come from unless
they come from the consumer. So far as I can see, it is not
expected that they will come out of the millers’ profits.

Mr. McNARY. No; and I have never made that statement.

Mr. BINGHAM. I did not mean to say that the Senator had
made the statement; but, frankly, I do not see where the
money is going to come from unless it eventnally comes from
the consumer.

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President——

Mr, McNARY, I yield.

Mr. GOODING. The Senator from Connecticut should know,
if he does not know, that the farmers are producing wheat at
less than the cost of production. This was found by the inves-
tigation of the Tariff Commission when the tariff on wheat was
increased from 30 cents to 42 cents a bushel—that the actual
cost of the production of a bushel of wheat in the principal
wheat-producing States in this country was $1.40 a bushel on
the farm. That is more than the farmers have received for
their wheat for a pumber of years with the exception of last
year, when they received about that price. So the guestion
arises, How long are we going to continue to produce wheat in
this country if we are going to produce it at a loss? And when
we are out of business I want to ask the Senator from the great
industrial State of Connecticut to whom he is going to sell his
finished products unless we have some farmers in America?

As far as the opposition of the millers Is concerned, I heard
Mr. Anderson’s testimony, and from what I could get from them
their greatest objection is that they are afraid there is going to
be an intelligent marketing of wheat, At the present time they
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go out and buy It, and buy it on grades, and they have a distinet
advantage in buying it on grades. The farmer does not get
much benefit from the high class of wheat that he produces.
Of course they may have to pay a little better price for wheat
on an average for the different grades, because it will be sold on
grades by an organization that is going to understand what
grades of wheat mean to the miller., That is why the millers
are objecting to it, and of course you can not blame them at
all. I can understand their objections. They are very proper
objections so far as the selfish interest of the miller is con-
cerned ; but the whole question which is involved is, Can we go
on under the present economic conditions which exist with the
farmer?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President——

Mr., McNARY. I yleld to the Senator from Montana.

Mr. WALSH. I had no doubt up to this time that the Sen-
ator from Connecticut was absolutely right; that if this meas-
ure operates to Incresse the price of the farmer's products the
amount of the increase will come out of the consumers of the
farmer's products.

Mr, McNARY. There can be no donbt about that.

Mr. WALSH. There can be no doubt about that proposi-
tlon ; but I do not see why the Senator from Oonnecticut should
object to that at all. This legislation is founded upon the idea
that the farmer is obliged to pay higher prices for the things
he is obliged to buy by reason of the tariff, and the purpose of
this bill is to equalize matters. The manufacturers of Con-
necticut get a higher price for their products than they other-
wise would by reason of the tariff. That is the reason for its
existence. That increased amount comes out of the eon-
sumer; and the proposition Is to give the farmer exactly the
same opporfunity to exact a higher price from the consumer,
Upon principle, what objection could the Senator from Con-
necticut have to that?

Mr, BINGHAM. The Senator will realize that the tariff
on wheat certainly makes the price of flour to the consumer
higher by 42 cents a bushel. Is that the tariff on wheat?

Mr. McNARY. That is the tariff on wheat.

Mr. WALSH. The basis of this whole legislation is that
the tariff is no good at all to the farmer,

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, if it be true that the tariff
‘on wheat raises the price of flour 42 cents a bushel now, then
this bill will not raise it a particle more, because it is limited
as far as wheat Is concerned entirely by the amount of the
tariff, It is based on the theory that the farmer is not getting
the benefit of the tariff. If the farmer is getting the benefit of
the tariff, this bill will not raise it a bit, because you can not
do any more than the tarlff provides for.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wittis In the chair).
Does the Senator from Oregon yield to the Senator from North
Dakota?

Mr. McNARY. I yield to the Senator, though I should like
to proceed. I want to finish in a few minutes,

Mr. FRAZIER. I wanted to remark, in connection with the
question of the Benator from Connecticut, that according to
the figures given by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Gooning]
the other day the consumer pays $21,000,000,000 for the farm
products that he buys, out of which the farmer gets $7,000,-
000,000, The traffickers or handlers or processers of the farm
products get the other $14,000,000,000. It does not seem to me
that it necessarily will follow, because the farmer gets a fair
price for his products, that the consumer must pay more. The
$14,000,000,000 is too wide a spread between the price the
producer receives and the price the consumer pays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Chair to understand
that the Senator from Oregon declines to yield further and
desires to proceed without interruption?

Mr. McNARY. Oh, no; I shall be very glad to be generous
of the time that is allotted me.

Mr, President, I was discussing the condition of the miller,
as he is the unit that I am using for the purpose of paying the
equalization fee and the unit through which most of the trans-
actions take place.

A miller buys, grinds, and exports flour from a certain quan-
tity of wheat under contract with the board to reimburse him
for losses on the export sale. Af the same time an export
agency buys the same quantity of wheat and exports it as grain
on the same market. The miller pays the equalization fee; the
export agency does not; but neither can transaet this export
business exeept through contract with the board.

I stated.a few moments ago that I assumed that the Federal
farm board would operate through what I call a wheat export
corporation, That corporation, under contract with the board,
would sell abroad the surplus wheat, thereby naturally sustain-
ing a loss which must be paid out of the equalization fund
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through the agency of the Federal farm board. At the same
time the miller will be grinding much of the wheat, and a lot
of the wheat converted into flour will go abroad, for which a
loss will be sustained, and it is the miller T am now discussing.
What is his positlon and what is the position of the export
corporation or any other export body exporting grain?

There are a great many exporters in existence at the present
time. The board may make contracts with these exporters,
agreeing to give them their costs and absorb their losses from
these transactions in foreign markets. I assume, though, for
the purposes of the illustration, that the board organizes its
own corporation and calls it a wheat export corporation, to
export wheat in a raw state, the millers exporting flour as a
finished prodnet.

The difference between the home market on which the pur-
chases are made and the world price, for purpose of illustra-
tion, is assumed to be 40 cents per bushel; that is, the mill paid
to the man who sold the wheat an average price of 40 cents a
bushel above the Canadian price. In addition, the mill trans-
mits 11 cents to the board as the equalization fee. Under its
contract with the board the mill recovers not only the 40 cents
diiference but the 11 cents equalization fee as well. When the
board settles with the agency that exported its wheat as grain
the agency is allowed only 40 cents per bushel recovery, since
no equalization fee had been paid on the grain,

You can see that if the grain does not go into conversion,
is not milled into flour, there is no opportunity for it to pay an
equalization fee. Necessarily, then, when that grain is sold
abroad, the loss is only the loss sustained by virtue of the
difference in price at home and abroad; and, not having paid
an equalization fee to the board, it is not returned that sum
of money by the board. I am illustrating that for the reason
that in some of the discussion that I have read there has been
a confusion in the minds of some as to why the miller should
receive a larger return than the wheat exporter.

When the board settles with the ageney that exported its
wheat as grain, the agency is allowed only 40 cents per bushel
recovery, since no equalization fee has been paid on the grain.
Thus the transacfions balance, with no advantage either to
the miller or to the grain exporter.

In other words, each buyer knows, under his agreement with
the board, the basis on which settlement will be made, and
neither can bid above the other on the score of the equaliza-
tion fee. So there can be no runinous or unfair competition or
advantage taken by the miller over the exporter or vice versa.
The miller transmits his fee to the wheat equalization fund,
but gets it back, together with the balance of the price differen-
tial, when he settles with the board. The buyer for export
does not transmit a fee, =0 he has only the price differential
to recover when the loss on export sales is settled.

Mr. President, I prefer not to conclude at this time., The
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] has expressed to me a de-
sire to hold an executive session.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, we could have an hour of
legislative session yet before having an executive session.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I understand that the Senator
from Oregon is suffering from a sore throat, and I would not
like to see him pushed on.

Mr. CURTIS, I did not want him to be pushed on. I under-
gtood that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SuirsTEAD] was
ready to go on.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr, President, I should very much pre-
fer to wait until the Senator from Oregon has concluded his
explanation of the bill.

Mr. CURTIS. Then could we temporarily lay aside the
measure and go on with the naval air bill? ~

Mr. NORRIS. Let me say to the Senator from Kansas that
I have no objection, of course, if somebody else wants to go on;
but I donbt very much whether anybody else wants to go on
until the Senator from Oregon has finished, and he can not
very well finish to-night, for the reason I have stated.

Mr. CURTIS. What I wanted to suggest was that we tem-
porarily lay aside this measure and go on with the naval air
bill, which I understand can be passed within an hour.

Mr. NORRIS. I have no objection to that.

Mr. McNARY. Then if that is the wish——

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, before we proceed to this
other matter, let me suggest that the Senator from Oregon said
on yesterday that he proposed at some time to discuss the eon-
stitutional aspects of the legislation. When is it his purpose
to take up that phase of the matter? 3

Mr. McNARY. I had hoped that others would be prepared
on that subjeet, though I shall have my own views to state
upon the matter, I had hoped other Senators would discuss
the mechanical features, the general purposes of the bill, and
the need of relief to agriculture within the next few days.
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I do not Intend to discuss the legal aspects until the first of
the week, I will say to the Senator from Montana,

Mr. President, in view of the request of the Senator from
Kansas I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished business
may be temporarily laid aside, and that the navul air bill,
House bill 9690, may be considered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Sacgerr in the chair).
The Senator from Oregon asks unanimous consent to lay aside
temporarily the unfinished business, Is there objection? The
Chair hears none.

NAVAL AVIATION

Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate
consideration of House bill 9690, Order of Business 854, to
authorize the construction and procurement of aircraft and
aireraft equipment in the Navy and Marine Corps, and to ad-
Jjust and define the status of the operating personnel in connec-
tion therewith.

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, we ought to have a quorum
present if we are going to take up that bill. I suggest the
absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is
suggested. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Bayard George Lenroot Schall
Bingham Gerry MeKellar Sheppard
Blease blllptt Mc“aster Bhipstead
Borah Gilass MeNa Simmons
Bratton Goft Ma ﬁe d Bmoot
Broussard Gooding Metra Swanson
Bruce Hale l\eely Trammell
Butler Harreld Norris Tyson
Capper Harrizs Odiie Wndsworth
Caraway Heflin Overman Walsh
Copeland Howell Pepper Warren
Couzens Johnson Pine Wheeler
Cummins Jones, N. Mex, Ransdell Williams
Curtis Jones, Wash, Reed, Mo. Willis
Deneen Kendrick Robinson, Ark.

Ferris King Robinson, Ind.

Frazier La Follette Backett

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-five Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quorum is present.

The Senator from Maine has asked unanimous consent that
the Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 9690.
Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with amendments: On
page 3, line 23, after the word “fly,” to insert the words * and
fitted to take part in active military operations in time of
wir”; on page 4, line 12 after the word “ construction,” to
insert the words “of one”; on page 6, line 14, to strike out
2 332.100 000" and insert in lien thereof * §1, 1000(}0 ; on page

line 16, after the word “naval” fo insert the ‘word * avia-
twn : on page 8, line 21, to strike ount the word “upon” and
insert the word “to"; on page 9, line 3, after the fizures
“ 1928, to strike out the words *not less than 30 per cent
of the total number of pilots employed in the Navy on aviation
duty shall be enlisted men” a&nd to insert the words “the
number of enlisted pilots in the Navy shall be not less than
30 per cent of the total number of pilots employed in the
Navy on aviation doty ”; and on page 9, after line 7, to insert
a new section, as follows:

BECTION 4

The office of the SBecond Assistant Secretary of the Navy 1s herehy
established at a salary of $7,500 per annum. The Second Assistant
Secretary of the Navy shall be appointed by the President, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, and shall perform such duties
witlh reference to aviation and such other duties as may be assigned
to him by the Secretary of the Navy.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete,, That, for the purpose of further developlng and
further inereasing aeronautics in the Navy, the President of the United
States is hereby authorized to undertake the construction and procure-
ment of alrcraft, spare parts, and equipment for the Navy as enumer-
ated below :

ParagraPH 1. Durilng the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, not to
exceed 235 airplanes with spare parts and equipment, to cost not to
exceed $12,285,000: Provided, That the number of airplanes and the
limit of cost herein specified for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927,
shall be in addition to the T8 airplanes with spare parts and equip-
ment for which the sum of §3,300,000 is included under the appropria-
tion Imvrease of the Navy in the Navy Department and Nuval Establish-
ment appropriation act for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1027,

Par. 2. Durlng the fizcal year ending Juune 30, 1928, not to exceed
813 airplanes with spare parts and equipment, to cost not to exceed
$16,223,750.
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Par. 3. During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929,
385 airplanes with epare parts and equipment, to cost
$17,682,500,

Pan. 4. During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1930,
357 airplanes with spare parts and equipment, to cost
$18,941,250.

Par. 5. During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, not to exceed
874 alrplanes with spare parts and equipment, to cost not to exceed
$20,046,250 ; in all, during the five-year period beginning July 1, 1926,
and ending June 30, 1931, 1,614 airplanes, with spare parts and equip-
ment, to cost not to exceed $85,078,750.

Par. 6. During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and during
each fiscal year thereafter, not to exceed 333 airplanes with spare
parts and equipment, to cost not to exceed 817,476,250,

Par. 7. The number of airplanes, spare parts, and equipment thus
authorized to be constructed or procured during the five fiscal years
beginning July 1, 1926, and ending June 30, 1931, and the number
authorized to be constructed or procured during the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1932, and during each fiscal year thereafter is the number
which it has been estimated will be required to increase, during a five-
year period beginning July 1, 1926, the useful airplanes on hand or
otherwise provided for on June 30, 1926, to 1,000 and to maintain the
number of uscful airplanes at not less than this number, which is
hereby established as the authorized number of useful airplanes to be
employed in the Navy: Provided, That, In the event satisfactory ar-
rangements for the procurement of the authorized ‘number of alrplanes
are not made in any fiscal year, such deficiency may be made up in the
next ensuing year or years: Provided further, That ** useful airplanes,”
as used in this act, shall be those airplanes on the Navy list which
are, or which after reasonable répairs can be made, in all respects
safe to fly and fitted to take part in active military operations in
time of war, and shall be exclusive of those alrplanes elassified as ex-
perimental or, with the approval of the Secretary of the Navy, declared
obsolete : Provided further, That nothing herein shall be construed as
more than an authorization for the procurement of ailrcraft within the
limits enumerated in this act, nor in any way to abridge the right of
Congress to determine what numbers of aircraft may be appropriated
for in any fiscal year within the limits so authorized.

SECTION 2

ParacrapH 1. Two rigid airships of a type suitable for use as ad-
Juncts to the feet and of approximately 6,000,000 cuble feet volume
each, at a total cost not to exceed $8,000,000 for both ships, construe-
tion of one to be undertaken as soon as priacticable and prior to July 1,
1928 : Provided, That the two airships herein authorized shall be con-
gtructed in the United Btates: Provided further, That one or both of
said airships shall be constructed either under contract similar to con-
tracts covering the construction of other vessels for the Navy, or by
the Navy Department, as the SBecretary of the Navy may deem to be
in the best interests of the Government,

Par, 2. One experimental metal-clad airship of approximately
200,000 cubic feef volume, &t a cost not to exceed $300,000, chargeable
to the appropriation provided in the Navy Department and Naval
Establishment appropriation act for.the fiscal year ending June 30,
1927, for continuing experiments and development work on all types
of aircraft: Provided, That the metal-clad airship herein authorized
sghall be procured under contract, only on such terms and subject to
such restrictions as the Secretary of the Navy may deem proper:
Provided further, That to expedite construction of the experimental
metal-clad airship, $300,000 of the sum of $1,928 000 included in the
Navy Department and Naval Establishment appropriation act for the
fiseal year ending June 30, 1927, for continuing. experiments and de-
velopment work on all types of aircraft may be made Immedlately
available.

Par. 8. The Secretary of the Navy Is authorized to build at any
navy yard or naval factory any of the aircraft, spare parts, or equip-
ment herein authorized should it reasonably appear that the persons,
firms, or corporations, or the agents thercof, bldding for the construec-
tion of any of sald aircraft, spare parts, or equipment have entered
into any combination, agreement, or understanding the effect, object,
or purpose of which is to deprive the Government of fair, open, and
unrestricted competitlon in letting contracts for the construction of
any of said aireraft, spare parts, or equipment, or should it reason-
ably appear that any persons, firm, or corporation, or the agents
thereof, belng solely or peculiarly in position to manufacture or fur-
nish the partlcular type or design of aircraft, spare parts, or equip-
ment required by the Navy, In bidding on such alrcraft, spare parts,
or equipment, have named a price in excess of cost of production plus
a reasonable profit.

To provide for the construction of the heavier-than-alr eraft and the
lighter-than-alr craft herein enumerated and. described, except the ex-
perimental metal-clad airship, there Is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
guch sums as may be pecessary, including, for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1927, toward the construction of the heavier-than-alr craft

to exceed
to exceed

not
not

to exceed
to exceed

not
not
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program, the sum of not to exceed $12,285,000, and toward the con-
struction of the two rigid airships, to be available until expended,
£1,100,000, of which sum $100,000 may be made immediately available,

BECTION 3 (PERSONNEL)

ParacearH 1. That hereafter when the term “ naval aviator"™ ls
used in this act or any other act it ghall mean any commissioned
officer or warrant line officer in the Navy or Marine Corps who has
successfully completed the course prescribed by competent authority
for paval aviators and who has been or may hereafter be designated
or appointed a naval aviator by competent authority and who has
flown alone in a heavier-than-alr eraft not less than 75 hours and
who has flown In heavier-than-air craft a total of not less than 260
hours or who has been in the alr, under training, in rigid airships not
less than 150 bours and successfully completed the course prescribed
by competent authority.

Par. 2, That hereafter when the term * aviation pilot” is used in
thls act or any other act it shall mean any enlisted man in the Navy
or Marine Corps who has successfully completed the course preseribed
for aviation pilots and who has been or may hereafter be designated
or appointed an aviation pilot by competent authority and who has
flown alone in a heavier-than-air eraft oot less than 75 hours and who
has flown in heavier-than-air eraft a total of not less than 200 hours,

The term " pilot™ shall be construed to mean a naval aviator or an
ayiation pilot,

PaR. 8. That hereafter when the term * naval aviation observer " is
used in this act or any other act it shall mean any commissioned or
warrant officer in the Navy or Marine Corps who has successfully com-
pleted the course prescribed by competent authority as a nava! avia-
tion observer and who has been in the air not less than 100 hours and
who has been or may hereafter be designated or appointed as a naval
aviation observer by competent authority in the Navy.

Par. 4. That hereafter when a line officer of the Navy is to be
detailed to the command of a Navy aviation school or of a Navy air
station or of a Navy air unit organized for flight tactical purposes he
fhall be a naval avlator.

Pan. 5. Line officers detailed to command of aireraft carriers or air-
craft tenders shall be naval aviators or naval aviation observers who
are otherwise gualified,

Pag. 6. That any officer of the Navy, line, or staff of the permanent
rank or grade of commander or lientenant commander at the time of
the passage of this act who has specialized in aviation for such a
period of time as to jeopardize his sclection for promotion or advance-
ment to the next higher grade or rank under existing provisions of
law and whose service in aviation has been in the public interest shall
be so notified by the Secretary of the Navy and at his own request be
designated as an officer who will be carried as an additional number in
the next higher grade or rank not above the grade of eaptain if and
when promoted or advanced thereto: Provided, That selection boards -
in cases of such officers shall confine their consideration to the fitness
alone of such officers for promotion, not to the comparative fitness of
such officers,

Par. 7. That hereafter when a line officer of the Marine Corps is to
be detailed to the command of a Marine Corps aviation school or of a
Marine Corps alr station or of a Marine Corps air unit organized for
flight tactical purposes lie shall be a Marine Corps aviator.

Par. 8, On and after July 1, 1928, the number of enlisted pilots in
the Navy shall be not less than 80 per cent of the total number of
pilots employed in the Navy on aviation duty,

BECTION 4

The office of the Second Assistant Secretary of the Navy is hereby
established at a salary of $7,500 per annum. The Second Assistant
Secretary of the Navy shall be appointed by the President, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, and shall perform such duties
with reference to aviatipn and such other duties as may be assigned
to him by the Secretary of the Navy.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

EXPENSES OF FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION INVESTIGATIONS

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I had intended to
speak briefly with reference to the resolution of the Senator
from Florida [Mr. Tramumerr] this morning, but I was neces-
sarily absent, and the resolution was passed before I got through
with the work I had to attend to and could ¢come to the
Chamber.

I now ask to have inserted in the Recorp a statement show-
ing the expenditures that have been caused by investigations
carrled on by the Federsl Trade Commission from Marvch 16,
1915, to March 31, 1926. I just ask Seunators to try to think of
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any substantial good that has come to the country from any of
those investigations.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
guest of the Senator from Washington?

There being no objection, the matter was ordered fo be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Arrin 22, 1926,

Costs of investigations since the orga;umtinn of the Federal Trade Com-
mission

(Mar, 16, 1915, to Mar. 31, 1926)
F‘erLLlizer (S Res 487, 62d Cong., 3d sess, ; report 1ssued

$9, 286. 28
Pipe Fnes (qgngq 109, 63d Cong., 1st sess. ; report issued
eb. 28, 19186)
Gasoline (S, Res. 457, 63d Cong,, 2d sess, (costs included| 100 675.88
in pipe lines) ; repori issued Apr. 2 [ g 17 2 b ff et
Bisal hemp (S. Res. 170, 64th Cong., 1st sess.; report =
issned May 9, 1916) = 2,111.63
Anthracite (8. Res. 217, 64th Cong., 1st sess.; report
issued June 20, 1917) 50, 447.17
Bituminous coal (H Res. 35 64th Cong., 1st sess.; re-
% port issued Jun?s?ﬂnlﬁ s Pty 10, 108. 92
ewsprint paper B8, t! ong., ls
port issued June 13, 1917 8, 688, 40
Book paper (8. Res. 239 th Cong., 1st sess.; report
issued Aug. 21, 1911)--- =iE 1, 074. 55
Flags (8. Res. 45, 65th Cong., 1st sess.; report issued
MJnl;— ztl];i 19“’&: limitati (8. Res. 177, 66th Cong, s
eat packing pro! m ons i
1st 2&?33 .%er['mrt teened Aug. 23, 1919) e ail 3,024, 61
Farm implements (8. Res. 223, 65th Cong. - 2d sess.)-_—_- 104, 665. 78
Mik (8. Res. 431, 65th Cong., 8d sess.; report issued UL
June 6, 1921) ____ 63, 432. 70
Cntton arn (. Res, 451, 60th Cong., 2d sess.; report =
iss Apr, 14 1 3 ) R e b4, 721. 85
Pacitic coast petrolenm (8. Bes 138, 66th Cong., 1st
sess. ; report issued Apr. T, ) 61, 282 30
Petrolenm prices (H. Res, 501 66th Cong., 2d sess.; ¥
report issued June 1, 1920)._ 9, 900, 45
Commercial feeds (S. Rtes. 140, 66th Cong., 1st sess,; :
report issued Mar, &uﬁwﬁzétlh-c o 4 42 453. 21
Sugar supply (H. Res. 15 ong., 15t sess.; repor C
ssued Nov. 15, 19201---_ 42 453. 21
Bourhnm livestock prices (H. Res. 133, 66th Cong., 1st A
e e T s, 217, 60t Cong, Tt wesds, W
hoe costs and prices 08, H i
: ;Jeport Smied June 40, 1080) b et e 47,838, 48

Tobaceo prices (H. Res. 533, 66th Cong., 2d sess.;
Chort Isqued Dee. 11, 1020) = 11, 147. 32
Tobacco prices (8, Res, 129, 67th Cong., 1st sess.; report

PP b T 20 T Py PR SR D S e e 25, 055. 41
Extporfdm!n (8. Res. 2133 67th Cong., 2d sess.; report
issued May 16, 1922) 103, 703. 14
House furnishin (S Res, 127, 67th Cong., 2d sess.; 5
report issned B e e Ty 133, 048, &
Flour milllng (8. Res 212 67th Cong., 2d sess,; report
issued May 16, 1094 =2 16, 834. 26
Cotton trade (S. Res 62 67th Cong., 2d sess.; report
issued Apr. 28, 89, 866. 80
Fertilizer (8. Res 301' 67th Cong., 2d scss.; report
1&«::& e hl‘ l?m trol industry (8. 311 Gt
re OWDETS n eum in 3
DT tE Cong. 2d sess. zgort ssued Feb 13, 1098y 5, 697. 83
Cotton trade (S. Res. 67th Cong., 4th’ sess,; costs
mcmdeg 922?2. 67th Cong., 2d sess.; report "ixsued
June 17, 1
hstionnl wealth (8. Res, 451, 67th Cong., 4th sess.;
rt issued June 6, 1924 147, 579. 04
Cal um arsenate (S Res, 4 7, 67th Cong.,, 4th sess.;
report isgued Mar, 3 LAl 2, 845, 81
Radio (H. Res, 54, 67th Cong., 4th sess.; report issued T
Dee, - v .
Bread (S Res, 163, 68th Cong., 1st sess.; report not
yet issued) __- w—- 101,828 10
Cotton merchandising practices (8. Res. 252, 68th Cong.,
; report issued Jan. 20, 1925) . _______ 6, 192, 47
Pncker consent decree (S. Res, é 68!:!: Cong., 2d sess.;
E rt ist;ued F?vt?ln i 1925)t| i 317, 65t 3, 007. 35
m re cot on-gro g corporation . Res,
ong., 2d sess.; report issued Feb. a&l 1928) _____ 1, 714. 06
American Tobueco and Imperlal Tobacco Co (8. Bes.
239, 68th Cnn , 2d sess, ; rt issued Jan. 7, 1926)__ b, 262. 34
Electric power dustr: (S . 329, 68th Cong., 24
sess, ; report not yet | b4, 981. B9
Open prlce associations (8. Res 28, 69th Cong., special
§ess. ; report not J;et fasned) 4, 580. 58
Cooperative assoclat ons (B lles 34, 69th Cong., special
sess. ; report not 1) - 2,004, 62
Food inquiry (directlon of the President, Feb. 1 1917) :
Meat industry-__ §240, 505, 08
Grain trade 246, 102, 94
Flour industry I53. 470, 656
Canning industry 108, 581. 10
Total 653, 665. 55
The fuliowiug reports were made
Meat packing, June 30, 191
Grain trade, Sept. 15, 1920,
Flour industry, Apr. *i 1018.
Canned foods, May 15, 1918
Wholesale marketing of foods, June 20, 1919,
Private car lines, June 27, 1919,
Trade and tariffs in South America (by direction of the
Pregident, December, 1915; report issued June 20,
1916) 7,304, 24
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War time cost finding (direction of the I‘reslr]ent July

25, 1917. This work covered about T7 commodities.

Reports on the following were issued: Copper costs,

June 30, 1919 ; woolen-rag trade, June 30, 1919 coal

COSLS, June 30, 1919 ; canned-food costs, I\o\r 15, 1921

war~time lumber costs, Ma s B 3 r T =S $1 328, 502, 14,
Wheat prices (direction of the President, Oct,

1920 ; report issued Dee, 13, 1920) . 4, 253. 8T
Gasoline {direction of the Pre.sldent, Feh. 7, 1924 ; re-

port Issued June 4, 1924)____ i 26, 489, 72
Lumber associations (rt-quests of the Attorney General.

Reports issued as follows: Lumber Manufacturers' Na-

tional and Regional Assoclal:ions Jan. 10, 1621 ; Sonth-

ern Pine Association of New Orleans, Feb, 18 1921 ;

Douglas Fir Lumber Manufacturers' and Lo"gers Asso-

ciation, June 9, 1821; Western Pine Manufacturers'

Association of I‘ortltmd Oreg., Feb. 15, 1922 ; Western

Red Cedar Association, "Lifetime Post Associatlon and

Western Red Cedarmen’s Information Bureau, Jan. s

24 1923 ; Northern Hemlock and Hardwood Manufae-

turers’ Associatlon ;O L gl 9 £ rk L ISR R S 28, 604. 81

Total 3,382, 593. 75

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE

Mr. BINGHAM. At the request of the junior Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. Howerr] I report back favorably from the Com-
mittee on Commerce with an amendment the bill (8. 4293)
granting the consent of Congress to the cities of Omaha, Nebr,,
and Council Bluffs, Iowa, or either of them, to construct a
bridge across the Missouri River, and I submit a report (No.
991) thereon.

Mr. HOWELL. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate
consideration of the bill.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The amendment was, on page 2, after line 2, to strike out
sections 2 and 3 and insert:

Sgc. 2, There is hereby conferred upon the citles of Omaha, Nebr.,
and Council Bluffs, Towa, their successors and assigns, all such rights
and powers to enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, occupy, pos-
sess, and use real estate and other property needed for the location,
construction, operation, and maintenance of such bridge and its ap-
proaches as are possessed by rallroad corporations for railroad pur-
poses or Dby bridge corporations for bridge purposes in the State in
which such real estate or other property is situated, upon making just
compensation therefor, to be ascertained and pald according to the laws
of such State; and the proceedings therefor shall be the same as in the
condenrnation or expropriation of property in such State.

SEC. 3, The sald cities of Omaha, Nebr., and Councll Bluffs, Towa,
their successors and assigns, are hereby authorized to fix and charge
tolls for transit over such bridge, and the rates of toll so fixed shall
be the legal rates until changed by the Secretary of War under the
authorlty contained In the act of March 23, 1908.

SEc. 4. In fixing the rates of toll to be charged for the use of such
bridge the same shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to
pay for tbe cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the bridge and
its approaches, and to provide a sinking fund sufficient to amortize the
cost of such bridge and Its approaches as soon as possible under reason-
able charges, but within a perlod of not to exceed 30 years from the
completion thereof. After a sinking fund sufficlent to pay the cost of
constructing the bridge and Its approaches shall have been provided,
such bridge shall thereafter be maintained and operated free of tolls,
or the rates of toll shall thereafter be so adjusted as to provide a fund
of not to exceed the amount necessary for the proper care, repalr,
maintenance, and operation of the bridge and its approaches. An
accurate record of the cost of the bridge and its approaches, the ex-
penditures for operating, repairing, and maintaining the same, and
of the dally tolls collected shall be kept and shall be available for the
information of all persons Interested.

8ec. 6. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to
the citiea of Omaha, Nebr., and Council Bluffs, Towa, or either of them,
to construct, maintaln, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto
across the Missourl River, at & polnt sultable to the interests of navi-
gation, between Omaha, Nebr.,, and Countil Bluffs, Iowa, in accordance
with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construc-
tion of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1908, and
subject to the conditions and limitations contalned in this act,

SeC, 2. There is hereby conferred upon the cities of Omaha, Nebr.,
and Councll Bluffs, Iowa, their successors and assigns, all such rights
and powers to enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, occupy, pos-
sess, and use real estate and other property nceded for the location,
construction, operation, and maintenance of such bridge and its ap-
proaches as are possessed by railroad corporations for railroad pur-
poses or by bridge corporations for bridge purposes In the State in which
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such real estate or other property Is sifuated, npon making just com-
pensation therefor, to be ascertained and pald according to the laws of
guch State, and the proceedings therefor shall be the same as in the
condemnation or expropriation of property in such State,

-8ec, 8. The sald cities of Omahba, Nebr., and Councll Bluffs, Iowa,
their successors and assigns, are hereby authorized to fix and charge
tolls for transit over such bridge, and the rates of toll so fixed ghall be
the legal rates until changed by the Secretary of War under the anthority
contained in the act of March 23, 1906.

8gc, 4. In fixing the rates of toll to be charged for the use of such
bridge the same shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to
pay for the cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the bridge
and its approaches, and to provide a sinking fund sufficient to amortize
the cost of such bridge and its approaches as soon as possible under
réasonable charges, but within a period of not to exceed 30 ycars from
the completion thereof. After a sinking fund sufficient to pay the cost
of constructing the bridge and its approaches shall have been provided,
snch bridge shall thereafter be maintained and operated free of tolls,
or the rates of toll shall thereafter be so adjusted as to provide a fund
of not to exceed the amount necessary for the proper care, repair,
maintenance, and operation of the bridge and its approaches. An
accurate record of the cost of the bridge and its approaches, the ex-
penditures for operating, repairing, and maintaining the same, and of
the daily tolls collected shall be kept and shall be avallable for the
information of all persons interested.

Sec. 5. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the
amendment was concurred in.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.
OHIO RIVER BRIDGE

Mr. BINGHAM, At the request of the semior Senator from
Indiana [Mr. Warsox] I ask unanimous consent to report
back favorably from the Committee on Commerce with an
amendment the bill (8. 3067) authorizing the construction of
a bridge across the Ohio River approximately midway between
the city of Owensboro, Ky., and Rockport, Ind., and I submit a
report (No. 092) thereon. At the request of the senfor Senator
from Indiana, I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The amendment was to strike out all after the enacting
clause and in lien thereof to insert:

That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to Edward T. Franks,
his legal representatives and assigns, to construct, maintain, and oper-
ate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Ohlo River at a point
suitable fo the interests of navigation between the ecity of Owensboro,
Daviess County, Ky., and Rockport, Spencer County, Ind., in accord-
ance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the
construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 13,
1006, and subject to the conditlons and limitations contained in
this act.

8ec, 2. There Iz hereby conferred upon the sald Edward T, Franks,
his legal representatives and assigns, all such rights and powers to
enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, occupy, possess, and use
real estate and other property needed for the loeation, eonstruction,
operation, and maintenance of such bridge and its approaches and ter-
minals, as are possessed by railroad corporations for railroad pur-
poses or by bridge corporations for bridge purposes In the State in
which sueh real estate or other property is situated, upon making
just compensation therefor, to be aseertained and pald according to
the laws of such State, and the proceedings therefor ghall be the same
a8 in the condemnation and expropriation of property in such State.

SEC. 8. The sald Edward T. Franks, his legal representatives and
assigns, is hereby authorized to fix and charge tells for tramsit over

such bridge, and the rates of toll so fixed shall be the legal rates until |

changed by the Becrstary of War under the authority contained in the
act of March 23, 1906,

Sgc. 4. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by the
Secretary of War, either the State of Kentucky, the State of Indiana,
any political subdivision of either of such States, within or adjoin-
ing which any part of such bridge is located, or any two or more of
them Jjointly, may at any time acquire and take over all right, title,
and Interest in such bridge and its approaches, and any interest in
real property necessary therefor, by purchase or by condemnation in
accordance with the laws of elther of such States governing the
acquisition of private property for public purposcs by condemnation.
If at any time after the expiration of 20 years after the completion
of such bridge the same is acquired by condemnation, the amount of
damages or compensation to be allowed shall not include good will,
golng value, or prospective revenues or profits, but shall be limited
to the sum of (1) the actual cost of constructing such bridge and its
approaches, less a reasonable deduction for actual depreclation in
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value, (2) the actual cost of acguiring such Interests in real prop-
erty, (3) actual financing and promotion cost, not to exceed 10 per cent
of the sum of the cost of constructing the bridge and its approaches
and acquiring such interest in real property, and (4) actual expendi-
tures for necessary improvements.

Sec. 5. If such bridge shall be taken over or acquired by the States
or politleal subdivisions thereof, as provided in section 4 of this aect,
and if tolls are charged for the use thereof, the rates of toll shall be
8o adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay for the cost of main-
taining, repairing, and operating the bridge and its approaches, to pay
an adequate return on the cost thereof, and to provide a sinking fund
gufficient to amortize the amount paid therefor as soon as possible under
reasonable charges, but within a period of not to exceed 20 years from
the date of acquiring the same. After a sinking fund sufficient to pay
the cost of acquiring the bridge and Its approaches shall have been
provided, such bridge shall thereafter be maintained and operated
free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall thereafter be so adjusted as to
provide a fund of not to exceed the amount necessary for the proper
care, repalr, maintenance, and operation of the bridge and its ap-
proaches.  An accurate record of the amount paid for acquiring the
bridge and its approaches, the expenditures for operating, repairing,
and maintaining the same, and of the dally tolls collected shall be kept,
and shall be available for the information of all persons interested.

Bec. 6. The said Edward T. Franks, his legal representatives and
assigns shall within 80 days after the completion of such bridge file
with the Secretary of War a sworn itemized statement showing the
actual original cost of constructing such bridge and its approaches,
the actual cost of acquiring any interest in real property necessary
therefor, and the actunal financing and promotion costs. The Secretary
of War may, at any time within three years after the completion of
such bridge, investigate the actual cost of constructing the same and
for such purpose the said Edward T. Franks, his legal representatives,
and assigns shall make available all of its records in connection with
the financing and the construetion thereof. The findings of the Secre-
tary of War as to the actual original cost of the bridge shall be con-
clusive, subject only to review in a court of equity for fraud or gross
mistake.

. 7. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the
rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is herehy granted
to the sald Edward T. Franks, his legal representatives, and assigns,
and any corporation to which or any person to whom such rights,
powers, and privileges may be sold, assigned, or transferred, or who
shall acquire the same by mortgage foreclosure or otherwise, is hereby
authorized and empowered to exercise the same as fully as though
conferred herein directly upon such eorporation or person.

-8ec. 8. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act Iz hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in. 3

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

EXECUTIVE BESSION

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened.

RECESS

Mr, CURTIS. I move that, under the order previously
entered, the Senate take a recess until 8 o'clock this evening.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 5 minutes
p- m.) the Senafe took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m,

EVENING SESSION

The Senate reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m., on the expira-
tion of the recess.

NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER
The Chief Clerk read the following communication ;
UNITED STATES SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, D, O., June 3, 1926,

To the Benate:
Being temporarily absent from the Senate, I appoint Hon., Himanm

BixcHAM, a Senator from the State of Connecleut, to perform the
duties of the Chair this legislative day.
Geonge H. Mosks,
President pro tempore.
Mr. BINGHAM thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer,
THE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In accordance with the unani-

mous-consent agreement entered into on June 2, the Senate




1926

will now proceed to the consideration of unobjected bills on the
calendar under the five-minute rule, beginning with Calendar
No. 871. When the eall of the calendar ig concluded for unob-
_jected bills the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the
calendar under Rule VIII, and the evening session will not
continue later than 11 o'clock. The clerk will state the first
bill
H. H. HINTON

The bill (H. R. 7309) for the relief of H. H. Hinton was
announced as first in order.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, there seems to
be guite a large sum involved. May we have some explanation
of the Dbill?

Mr. DENEEN. Mr. Presldent, in this case there was a
robbery of the post office. The inspectors of the Post Office
Department made a very careful investigation. They found
they had a good case and that the postmaster had taken the
precaution to rent a safety deposit box at a bank and had filled
it completely with valuables under his care. I think one of
the inspectors helped him to select the more valuable ones and
put them in the box. The burglary was committed by l'inoek-
ing off the kunob, pouring glycerine into the crack, esplo@mg it,
and blowing up the safe. The department investigated it, and
the bill is reported on favorably by the Postmaster General.
The committee felt that it was a proper bill.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole and was read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to credit the account of 1I. H., Hinton, post-
master at Lumberton, Miss,, in the sum of $16,600.36, due the United
States on account of postage stamps, war savings certificate stamps,
and war-tax revenue stamps, which were lost as the result of burglary
on May 24, 1920.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
_ HEWSON L. PEEKE

The bill (H. R. 8602) for the relief of Hewson 1. Peeke was
considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as fol-
lows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the United
States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100 to Hewson
L, Pecke, in full of all claims he may have against the Government for
injuries received by him In the Unilod States customhouse building at
Sandusky, Ohio,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

NATALIE SUMMERS

The bill (H. R. 9135) for the relief of Natalie Summers was
announced as next in order.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, T have ex-
amined the bill. It appears to be for the purpose of reimbursing
the widow of a consul general for expenses incurred in the
administration of his estate on account of premiums paid for
bonds as administratrix. I do not believe that it is wise to
set a precedent of that character by the Federal Government
paying premiums on bonds in cases of this nature. I ask that
the bill may go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

CAPT. GEORGE G. SEIBELS

The bill (H. R. 912) for the relief of Capt. George G. Seibels,
Supply Corps, United States Navy, was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole and read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au-
thorized and directed to pay to Capt. George G. Seibels, Supply Corps,
United States Navy, out of any funds not otherwise appropriated, the
sum of $170, sald sum being the amount of restitution made by the
said Capt. George G. Seibels, Supply Corps, United States Navy, out of
his private funds on account of money stolen from weekly pay en-
velopes without eollusion on the part of said Capt. George G. Seibels,
Supply Corps, United States Navy, which funds bad been prepared in
pay envelopes and extracted therefrom by party or parties unknown to
claimant.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
CYRUS DUREY
The bill (H. R. 8846) for the relief of Cyrus Durey was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows :

Be it enacted,
authorized

ete., That the General Accounting Office ia hereby
and directed to allow credit in the account of Collector
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of Internal Revenue Cyrus Durey, fourteenth New York district, in the
sum of $499.25, to cover. disallowances due to payments made to
Deputy Collector Manning Kested for subsistence expenses and car fare
incurred in the months of October, November, and December, 1923
and January, February, March, April, and July, 1924.

The Dill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
GERALDINE KESTER

The bill (H. R. 5441) for the relief of Geraldine Kester was
announced as next in order. .

Mr., JONES of Washington. Mr. President, we have been
giving $5,000 heretofore for the loss of a life. I would like to
have some explanation of the reason why we should give
$5,000 for an injury in this case. It appears to be a bad
injury, involving the amputation of a limb, but it looks like
there is not quite enough difference between the loss of a limb
and the loss of a life as represented by this bill.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I recall one case in which
the Senate reduced an appropriation for the loss of a life
from $7,500 to $5,000, A bill carried an authorization in an-
other case of $5,000, and the Senate committee reduced the
amount to $2,000, and the bill passed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the
bill will be passed over,

WILLIAM J. NAGEL
The bill (H. R. 7522) for the relief of William J. Nagel

was considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read,
as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Postmaster General is authorized and
directed to credit to the account of William J. Nagel, former post-
master at Detroit, Mich,, the sum of $177.55, being the amount of a
deficit which existed due to the misappropriation of funds in said
office for which he was in no way responsible and without fault or
negligence on his part, and for which amount his account was
debited.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered fo a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JOHN G. HOHL

The bill (H. R. 7523) for the relief of John G. Hohl was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to John G. Hohl, postal savings
clerk, Detroit, Mich., the sum of $50, being the amount of a wrong
payment on postal savings certificate, which was not due to any
negligence on his part, and for which his salary has been debited.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,

T. LUTHER PINDER

The bill (H. R. 5332) for the relief of T. Luther Pinder was
considered as in Cemmittee of the Whole and was read, as
follows :

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he iz
hereby, authorized to pay to T. Luther Pinder, of Monroe County,
Fla., the sum of $8,000, out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, as compensation for the total loss of pilot boat No.
7 (Eolas), caused by being set on fire by the drifting Coast Guard barbor
launch AB-3 (Cossack) on the morning of May 9, 1925, in the harbor
of Key West, Fla.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

WIDOW OF W. J. B. STEWART

The bill (H. R. 2715) for the relief of the widow of W. J. 8.
Stewart was considered as in Committee of the Whole and was
read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efo., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the widow of W. J, 8. Stewart,
deceased, the sum of $1,200, being the amount expended for the trans-
portation of the body of the deceased from La Guaira, Venezuela, to
New York Clty, State of New York.

Mr. OVERMAN.
Service?

Mr. SWANSON. Yes; he was in Foreign Service. The de-
partment has recommended the payment of the bill.

Mr. OVERMAN. T have no objection to its passage.

Is it clear that the party was in Foreign

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
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The bill (H. R. 2903) for the relief of Harry McNeil was
considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as fol-
lows: 2

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, anthorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,000 to Harry MecNell, of
San Francisco, Calif., being a refund on aceount of the forfeiture of a
Liberty bond and which through error on the part of the clerk of the
United States District Court of San Francisco was deposited In the
Treasury of the United States.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
JOHN MILTON PEW

The bill (H. R. 1538) for the relief of John Milton Pew was
considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as
follows :

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to John Milton Pew the sum of
§114 to rveimburse him for cash advanced to pay foresi-fire fighters
employed by the United Stateg Forest Service during a fire in Ban
Jacinto Mountains, Calif.,, which occurred in October, 1922,

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment,

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
RUPHINA M. ARMENTROUT

The bill (H. R. 5341) for the relief of Ruphina M. Armen-
trout was announced as next in order.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill
will be passed over.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will with-
hold his objection. This is the case of the killing of a citizen
by a soldier who was guarding a train. The bill originally
called for an appropriation of $10,000, but the committee recom-
mended a reduction to £5,000. The bill has passed the House.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection having been made,
the bill will go over.

Mr. SWANSON. May I ask who made the objection?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri
[Mr. WiLniaMs]. 3

Mr. WILLIAMS. I made the objection because there is no
recommendation by the Secretary of War,

Mr. SWANSON. The Secretary of War reported that inas-
much as many claims of this kind had been paid this party is
as much entitled to payment as any. The man left three chil-
dren. He was killed by the negligence of a soldier who was
guarding the railroad for the Government.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I call the at-
tention of the Senator from Missouri to the fact that the report
is favorable rather than adverse. I call the Senator's attention
to the last paragraph of his letter,

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have read the last paragraph.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The last paragraph of the
letter of the Secretary of War dated February 2, 1926, reads as
follows :

Under the circumstances of this case I°'do not feel disposed to inter-
pose any objections to granting Mrs. Armentrout some relief, but since
the matter is purely within the discretion of the Congress I do not
feel that I should make a recommendation in the matter,

The implication of the Secretary’s report is that it is a just
claim and that relief should be afforded. The SBecretary of War
usually refrains from making a recommendation in such cases

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well; I withdraw my objection.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be 4t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Ruophina M. Armentrout the sum of
$£5,000, In full satisfaction of all claims against the United States on
account of her husband, W. G. Armentrout, having been accidentally
ghot and killed while performing his dutles as section foreman on the
Chesapeake & Ohio Railroad by a soldler who at the time of the accl-
dentzl shooting was in the service of the United States guarding the
Chesapeake & Ohio Rallroad property in Virginia.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

B. G. OOSTERBAAN

The bill (H. R. 1961) for the relief of B. G. Oosterbaan was
considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as
follows:
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Be it enacted, ete., That the Postmaster General is authorized and
directed to credit to the account of B. G. Oosterbaan, postmaster at
Muoskegon, Mich., in the sum of $8,008.28 and certify said credit to the
General Accounting Office, being the amount of the deficit exlsting at
present in said postmaster's accounts due to the misappropriation of
funds in said office for which he was in no way responsible and without
fault or negligence on his part.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, this is an im-
portant bill, and I suggest that some one who is familia: with
thy cirenmstances which justify it should make a brief state-
ment about it.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. President, the letter of the Postmaster
General is a very clear and concise statement of the circum-
stances under which the loss occurred. Mr. Oosterbaan went
into the post office in 1915. In 1920 he was checked up, and
it was discovered that 1-cent stamps had been substituted for
2-cent stamps to the extent of 50,000, and that similar acts
had been committed with reference to 3-cent stamps by substi-
tuting 2-cent stamps. The assistant postmaster had been em-
bezzling from the post office for approximately 10 years.
That is admitted and is clearly stated. It is difficult for a
postmaster to ascertain such losses; indeed, it would be an
extraordinary thing, because tlLe post office is examined from
time to time and the stamps checked up and regarded as
correct thereafter ; but when this particular check was made it
was found there was a shortage. The committee had the fol-
lowing to say witn reference to the matter:

While it is not a part of the duties of your committee to make sug-
gestions or comments upon matters outside of clalms, it is t.e sense
of the ecommittee that rules and regulations or laws should be
enacted to relieve an intolerable gituation as suffered by the claimant
in guestion,

Postmasters of the country are held responsible for the acts of neg-
ligence and theft of employces under them. They have no voice in
the appointment of thelr assistants. They are obliged to take those
who are assigned by the department and certified by the Civil Service
Commission.

It is the belief of the committee that this is not only a rank injus-
tice to the postmasters but results in great loss to the Government,
It is not right to hold & postmaster responsible for the acts of his
assigtants when he has no voice in their appointment.

This matter was brought up in the Sixty-elghth Congress,
and on account of there being no special recommendation by the
Postmaster General it was objected to.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I think the Senator has justi-
fied the bill, and I have no objection to its pussage.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

F. JOSEPH CHATTERTON

The bill (H. R. 1594) for the relief of F. Joseph Chatterton
was considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as
follows :

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasnry be, and he is
bereby, anthorized and directed to pay, out of amy money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to ¥. Joseph Chatterton, of New Haven,
Conn., the sum of §2,467.77 in full settlement against the Government
for injuries sustained May 17, 1922, when struck by a United States
motor cycle.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BOPHIE J. RICE

The bill (H. R. 4158) for the relief of Sophie J. Rice was con-
sidered as in Committée of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Bg it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 3167.12 to Sophie J.”
Rice, to reimburse saild Sophie J. Rice for the shortage of postage
gtamps while she was serving as postmaster of the King City, CaliL,
post office.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,

WALTER KENT, JR.
The bill (H. R. 7024) for the relief of Walter Kent, jr., was

| considered as in Commitiee of the Whole and was read, as

follows :

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,000 to Walter
Kent, jr., in full compensation against the Government for damages
sustained as the result of an accident caused by an Army truck.
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The bill was reporfed to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

UNITED STATES FIDELITY & GUARANTY CO.

The bill (H. R. 9237) to reopen, allow, and ecredit $1,545 in
the nccounts of Maj. Harry L. Pettus, Quartermaster Corps
(now deceased), for memorial tablet in the Army War College,
as authorized by the act of March 4, 1923, and certify the
same to Congress, and to reimburse the United States Fidelity
& Guaranty Co. the amount paid by that surety company to
the Government to settle said accounts, was considered as in
Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Comptroller General of the United
States is authorized and directed to reopen the accounts of Maj,
Harry L. Pettus, Quartermaster Corps (now deceased), for services
and materials in cutting and setting one. granite memorial tablet in
the Army War College and allow credit in the sum of $1,545 In
gettlement of said accounts In accordance with the act (Private,
No. 206, 67th Cong.), approved March 4, 1923; and be it further
enacted that the sum of $1,545 Is hereby appropriated, out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to reimburse
the United States Fidelty & Guaranty Co., surety on the official bond
of Maj. Harry L. Pettus, being the amount pald by sald surety
company to the Government on account of the disallowances previously
made in Major Pettus's account.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

GAME SANCTTUARIES IN NATIONAL FORESTS

The bill (8. 1147) to establish game sanctuaries in the na-
tional forests was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

AMr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, is there not something miss-
ing in line 22 on page 4 of the bill?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, T was called
out of the Chamber for a moment, and my attention has just
been ealled to the bill now before the Senate.

Mr. WILLIAMS. There seems to be an amount missing on
page 2, line 22, after the word * exceeding.”

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, this bill introduces a prin-
ciple which I should not like to admit without further con-
sideration, namely, that the Government of the United States
may, if it sees fit, prevent the taking of any game upon any
publi¢ land of the United States. Possibly the Government of
the United States has such power; but if so, its consequence is
too far-reaching to admit it without very serious consideration.
I therefore object to the consideration of the hill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bill
will be passed over.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr, President, if the Senator
from Montana will withhold his objection for just a moment,
I desire to say that the purpose of the bill is to authorize the
establishment in the national forests of game sanctuaries. The
bill is a conservation measure. Of course the policy of the
proposed act is to prevent the taking of game within the areas
designated as sanectuaries, and I think that there is no doubt
about the power of the Government to do that when authorized
by act of Congress.

Mr. WALSH. It is a very serious question. With respect
to those areas over which the Government of the United States
exercises exclusive jurisdiction, such as the national parks,
there is mo doubt about the right of the Government of the
United States to legislate, just the same as with respect to the
District of Columbia, but here is an area which is not under
the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States at all. Under
ordinary circumstances all game laws of the States are appli-
cable in respect to lands owned by the United States just the
same as they are with respeet to lands owned by private par-
ties. 1 merely desire to add I should not have the slightest
objection to the bill if It provided that the game sanetuaries
should be approved or set apart as well by the State authorities.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. WALSH. 1 yield.

Mr. BRATTON. I think the bill expressly so provides.

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. That is my recollection.

Mr. BRATTON. The bill provides, on page 1, in line T,
“and with the approval of the State legislatures of the respee-
tive States in which said national forests are situated.”

Mr., WALSH. I thank the Senator for calling my attention
to that Inngunge in the bill.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, I myself thought that it would
be necessary to have such a provision in the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand

that olijection to the consideration of the bill is withdrawn?
© Mr, WALSH. I withdraw my objection.
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There being no objection, the Senate, as In Committee of
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry with
an amendment in section 2, page 2, line 15, after the word
“wild,” to strike out the word “animals”™ and to insert
“animal or bird,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That for the purpese of providing breeding places
for game animals on lands in the national forests not chiefly suitable
for agriculture, the President of the United States 1s hereby authorized,
upon recommendation of the Secretary of Agriemlture and with the
approval of the State leglslatures of the respective States in which said
national forests are situated, to establish by public proclamation cer-
tain specified areas within said forests as game sanctuaries or refuges,
which shall be devoted to the increase of game animals of all kinds
naturally adapted thereto, but it is not intended that the lands in-
cluded in such game sanctuaries or refuges shall cease to be parts of
the national forests wherein they are located, and the establishment of
guch game sanctuaries or refuges shall not prevent the Secretary of
Agriculture from permitting other uses of the natlonal forests uander
and In conformity with the laws and the rules and regulations ap-
plicable thereto so far as such uses may be consistent with the pur-
poses for which such game sanctuaries or refuges are authorized to be
established.

8ec. 2. That when such game sanctuaries or refuges have been estab-
lished as provided® in section 1 of this act, hunting, pursuing, poisoning,
killing, or eapturing by trapping,. netting, or any other means, or
attempting to hunt, pursue, kill, or eapture any wild animal or bLird
for any purpose whatever upon the Iands of the United States within
the limits of said game sanctuaries or refuges shall be unlawful except
as hereinafter provided, and any person violating any provision of this
act or any of the rules and regulations made under the provisions of
this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall upon con-
viction in any United States court be fined in a sum of not excreding —,
or imprisonment not exceeding slx months, or both.

Sec. 8. That the Becretary of Agriculture shall execute the provi-
sions of this nect, and he is hereby aunthorized to make all needful rules
and regulations for the administration of such game sanctuaries or
refuges in accordance with the purpose of this act, including regula-
tions not in contraventlon of State laws for hunting, capturing, or
killing predatory animals, such as wolves, coyotes, foxes, pumas, and
other species destructive to livestock or wild life or agriculture within
the limits of said game sanctuaries or refuges.

The amendment was agreed to,
Mr, WILLIAMS. Mr. President, let me call the attention of
the Senator from Arkansas to the hiatus in line 22, on page 2,

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. On page 2, line 22, 1 move to
fill the blank after thé word “exceeding” by inserting

“8100." :
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas.
The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

LANDS IN ROCKY MOUNTAIN NATIONAL PARK

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill (H. R. 9390) to eliminate certain privately owned
lands from the Rocky Mountain National Park and to transfer
certain other lands from the Rocky Mountain Naticunal Park to
the Colorado National Forest, Colo.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr, President, this seems to be a rather im-
portant measure in that  from the little examination I have
been able to give it, it purports to take certain lands from the
national-park system. 1 think there ought to be some explana-
tion of the bill.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, T am not familiar with the
provisions of this particular bill, but a considerable number of
bills have been approved by the Public Lands Committee of
the Senate for the readjustment of the boundaries of the na-
tional parks. Take the Yellowstone National Park, for instance.
That park was laid out in rectangular shape, and thus an area
which ought to be included in the park was not included and
other areas which had no business to be included in the park
were so inciuded. A bill was passed to readjust the bound-
aries of that park. Another bill svas passed to adjust the
boundaries of the Mount Rainier National Park in the State of
Washington. This bill is of the same character.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, can the Senator from Montana
state as to this bill whether or not it provides for or permits
any encroachment upon the national parks?

-Mr. NORBECK and Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas addressed
the Chair,
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The PRESIDING OFFICER.
tana yield, and, if so, to whom?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. If the Senator from Montana
and the Senator from Ohio will permit me, 1 desire to say that
I have discovered from reading a portion of the report on this
bill the following:

Growing eut of the proposed ehange, some small subdivisions of pub-
liely owned land aggregating less than 640 acres will be eliminated
from the park and it is proposed shall be included within the adjoining
Colorado National Forest,

It appears that the bill is merely for the purpose of rectify-
ing a boundary and does not involve the exchange of large areas
of land.

Mr. - WILLIS.

Does the Senator from Mon-

I have no objection to the bill.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I have merely made a brief
explanation of the bill. 1 am not interested in it; but, as
neither of the Senators from Colorado is present, I ask that
it may go over.

Mr, NORBECK. Mr. President, T wish to state, first, that
both the Senators from Colorado are in favor of the bill and
the department recommends its passage. There are two kinds
of eliminations provided for in the bill and no additions, About
11,000 acres of privately owned land along the boundary are to
be eliminated, and 640 acres of Government land are to be
transferred to the adjoining Colorado National "Forest.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - Does the Chair understand the
Senator from Montana to request that the bill shall go over?

Mr. WALSH. I do not. I see that the Senator from Colo-
rade is now in the Chamber. i

Mr. MEANS. Mr. President, T wish to assure the Senator
from Montana that the explanations which have been made
relative to this bill are correct. Its object is merely for the
correction of a boundary line. The Senators from Colorado
have no objection to make to the bill and think it will operate
for the better administration of the park.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

EXPERIMENT STATION AT MANDAN, N. DAK.

The bill (8. 1472) to provide for the establishment of a dairy-
ing and livestock experiment station at Mandan, N. Dak., was
announced as next in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of
the Whole, proceeded to its consideration.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry with an amendment, in section 2, on page 2, line 3,
after the words “sum of,” to strike out “ $200,000" and to in-
sert * $25,000,” so as to make the bil] read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of Agricultura is authorized
and directed to establish at Mandan, N, Dak., a dairying and livestock
experiment station, in connection with the Great Plains Experiment
Station, for investigations and experiments in the dairy and livestock
{ndustries and the problems pertaining to the establishment and develop-
ment of such industries, and for demonsirations, assistance, and service
in livestock breeding, growing, and feeding.

Sgc. 2. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of
$25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to carry out the pro-
visions of this act, including the acquisition of suitable lands, the con-
struction of buildings, the purchase of livestock and breeders, and the
employment of necessary persons,

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I should like to ask why
this appropriation is provided, especially for an experiment
station of this character? I should like to know why that is
being done and what necessity there is for it?

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, at the present time there is
a Government experiment station at Mandan known as the
Great Plains Station, which conduects experiments especially
as to the kind of trees which may be cultivated and success-
fully raised in that section of the country, and also garden
vegetables and small fruits. This bill is to proyide in connec-
tion with that experiment station a further experiment station
for livestock and livestock products, especially dairy products.
Mandan is located in a section of North Dakofa which is par-
ticularly adapted to dairying, and considerable dairying is
being carried on there. The farmers feel that if they could
have an experiment station to determine the best breeds of
cattle to be raised there, the best kind of feed, and so forth, it
would be of great assistance to them. ;

The amount proposed to be appropriated is reduced from

$200,000 to $25,000, under the impression that it will not be
necessary to buy any land at the present time; that the land
which is now owned by the experiment station there will be
sufficient to supply the new station for a time at least.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend-
ment is agreed to.
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Mr, WALSH. Mr, President, I shonld like to inquire of the
Senator from North Dakota if substantially the same kind of
work is not carried on at the agricultural college in North
Dakota? -

Mr. FRAZIER. There is something of the same kind being
carried on at the agricultural college, bat that is 200 miles
farther east in the Red River Valley. Mandan is out on the
plains west of the Missouri River.

Mr. WALSH. Of course, I know that.

Mr. FRAZIER. And there is quite a difference in climate, in
soil, and in the character of grasses which grow there; the con-
ditions are altogether different than they are at the agricultural
college in the Red River Valley.

Mr. WALSH. It seems to me that this bill is along the line
of dividing the resources of the State.

Mr. FRAZIER. That may be——

Mr. WALSH. Of course, Montana is larger than is North
Dakota, and dairying is dairying.

Mr. FRAZIER. Dairying is quite a different proposition in
the semiarid regions than it is in the Red River Valley, where
there is plenty of moisture and plenty of hay and feed for
cattle.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I do not like to object, but
if the National Government is to spread out in the different
States and establish substations for experimental purpoeses in
connection with livestock, dairying, and so on, I think the only
just and equitable plan to follow in a program of that kind is
to treat all the States alike. ;

I doubt very much if Congress would agree, for instance, that
in my State we should have an experiment station of this
character established at the subexperiment station at Miami,
Fla., which is 300 miles away from the State university and
the experiment station there.

I dislike to oppose anything which the Senator from North
Dakota favors, but I think when we shall deal alike with the
different localities and different sections of our country, in-
stead of discriminating In favor'of one State and one locality
in establishing such stations, then we will approach nearer a
prcl:;mr basis for legislation. I do not approve of the present
policy.

I see that this bill has the approval of the Director of the
Budget as not conflicting with the financial program of the
President. On two different oecasions I have introduced a bill
here, and it is now pending before the Committee on Commerce,
providing a small appropriztion of $25,000 for a survey of the
natural oyster beds in the waters of Florida. That survey has
been recommended by the Department of Commerce and by the
Bureau of Fisheries on two different occasions, and the recom-
mendation has come to the committee ; but the Director of the
Budget, wanting to make a rubber stamp out of Congress—and
that is what the Budget system amounts to, in many instances—
says it does not ecome within the financial program of the
President. So, althongh a measure of that kind has been pend-
ing for three years, I am unable to get it through, because I am
unable to secure the indorsement of the Director of the Budget,
when thousands and hundreds of thousands of dollars have been
spent in other localities on the coast for the very identical
purpose.

I asked for an appropriation of $10,000 at one time and
§25,000 at another for cooperation on the part of the Federal
Government for the maintenance of an experimental farm in
the Florida Everglades, the State contributing the land, the
State contributing the sum of probably $50,000 a year for that
purpose in this vast territory where experiments are necessary,
for, although the soil is rich and productive, very few crops
have been grown on it. I was unable to get an appropriation
of that character. 1 was told, “ Confine yourself to the experi-
ment station 200 miles away from there.” I say, let them
confine themselves in this instance to the agricultural experi-
ment which has already been established. I object to the con-
sideration of the bill. ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
over.

Under objection, the bill goes

LEASE OF LAND TO CUSTER COUNTY, MONT,

The bill (8. 2878) authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture
to lease to the county of Custer, State of Montana, a tract of
land in the United States Department of Agriculture range
livestock experiment station, in the State of Montana, for the
removal of gravel, was announced as next in order,

Mr. WALSH. 1 ask that that bill go over. :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

BANGE LIVESTOCK EXPERIMENT STATION, MONTANA

The bill (H. R. 8715) to authorize the Secretary of Agricul-
ture to extend and renew for the term of 10 years a lease to
the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Co. of a tract of
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land in the United States Department of Agriculture range
livestock experiment station, in the State of Montana, and for
a right of way to sald tract, for the removal of gravel and
ballast material, executed under the authority of the act of
Congress approved June 28, 1916, was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

PROPERTY AT LOWELL CREEK, ALASEA

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 100) to authorize the
Secretary of War to expend not to exceed $125,000 for the
protection of Government property adjacent to Lowell Creek,
Alaska, was announced as next in order.

Mr. HOWELL. I ask that the joint resolution go over.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I desire to make a very brief
statement concerning the joint resolution. It was reported by
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr, NYE] who, unfortunately,
is absent. The joint resolution was very carefully considered
by the Committee on Territories and Insular Possessions, and,
after full consideration, the committee was of the opinion that
this appropriation was justified.

I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to
the fact that the joint resolution does not appropriate any
money at all, but merely authorizes an appropriation with
ggg condition that the local people shall themsel\es supply

,000.

The reason for the appropriation is that the Government has
property there which is overflowed, and it is thought that this
appropriation is a wise expenditure, because it will be a pro-
tection to Government property.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I should like to
suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that I visited this
locality three years ago this summer, I think, and looked espe-
cially into this situation; and I think the passage of this bill
is imperative for the protection of Government property in
connection with the Government railroad. Unless something is
done to control the floods that come down this eanyon it is
very likely that the road will go away very soon.

I hope the Senator will withdraw his objeetion. I think
action of this kind is imperative.

Mr. HOWELL, Mr. President, I also visited this point some
two years ago and am somewhat familiar with this creek, and
I do not think any more money should be spent upon that rail-
road extending from the arm of the sea above Anchorage down
to this point. That railroad line ought to be abandoned, and
every dollar that we put in there is another reason for con-
tinuing the operation of that line.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection has been made, and
the bill will be passed over.

Mr. WILLIS. My, President, I want to make this additional
statement: I have just been advised that the council of the
village of Seward have authorized the statement that they
are ready to supply their portion of the appropriation, $25,000.

I ask unanimous consent that the report of the committee be
printed in the Recorp at this point for the information of the
Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the report
will be printed in the Recorp.

The report (No. 889) submitted by Mr. NYE on the calendar
day of May 19, 1926, is as follows:

[8. Rept, No, 889, 69th Cong., 1st sess.]
(Report to accompany H. J. Res. 100)

The Committee on Territories and Insular Possessions, to whom was
referred H, J. Res, 100, to authorize the Secretary of War to expend
not to exceed $125,000 for the protection of Government property
adjacent to Lowell Creek, Alaska, having considered the same, report
favorably thereon with the recommendation that the bill do pass with
the following amendments:

On page 1, line 4, after the figures “ §125,000,” insert “out of any
moneys hereafter appropriated for such purposes”; and at the end of
line 2, page 2, strike out the period and insert a comma in lien thereof
and the words * Provided, That $25,000 of the above amount sghall be
contributed and paid in by the town of Seward and other local interests
to be benefited by the proposed improvement before snld work is com-
menced."

The reports of the Departments of War and Interior are hereto
attached:

THE BECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,

Hon, Fraxk B. WiLLis, Washington, May 6, 1920,

Chairman Committee on Territories,
United States Senate.
My Dear SExaToR WILLIs: With reference to your request as to the
views of this department upon the regulations of Lowell Creek, Seward,
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Alaska, proposed in House Joint Resolutlon 100, Sixty-ninth Congress,
first session, response is nmow given.

The regulation of this stream at an early date is essential, both to
safeguard the important rallroad facilities at Seward, the ocean
terminal of the Alaska Railroad, and to prevent the Interruption of
through traffic from Seward to the interlor over the Alaska Railroad.
The plan contemplated under this resolution is promising as one fo
remove or at least ameljorate the menace of this stream, I am in
sympathy with the purpose of this resolution and belleye the work
contemplated should be put under way,

Very truly yours, Huserr WORK.

—

WAR DEPARTMENT,

Washington, May §, 1920,
Hon. FraNk B, WiLLis, g y

Chairman Commiitee on Territories and Insular
Pgssessions, United States Senate, Washington, D. O.

Dear SExATOR WILLIS: Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of
May 1, 1926, requesting report and recommendations eoncerning House
Joint Resolution 100, Sixty-ninth Congress, first sesslon, * To author-
ize the Becretary of War to expend not to exceed $125,000 for the
protection of Government property adjacent to Lowell Creek, Alaska.”

At the request of the Secretary of the Interior the president of the
Alagka Road Commission made an examination of Lowell Creek and
prepared a plan and estimate of cost for controlling the flood waters
of Lowell Creek, Alaska, with a view to protecting Government prop-
erty In the town of Seward, adjacent to said creek, The plan recom-
mended by him provides for the construction of a rock-fill dam with a
timber flume across the delta at the mouth of the creek, at an estimated
cost of £120,000.

Lowell Creek is not a navigable stream, nor are the interests of navi-
gation affected by its overflow. The War Department is interested in
the project to the extent that offices and warehonses of the Signal Corps
and the Alaska Road Commission are located within the endangered -
area. Other departments of the Government are Hkewise interested.
The president of the road commission estimates that the saving in
direct damage to property will practically equal the annual charges,
including interest, on investment and amortization against the improve-
ment he recominends, This saving, together with the insnrance which
the project will provide against much greater probable damages amount-
ing to a flood disaster, will warrant the expenditure of Federal funds
for the execution of this project.

The expenditure authorized by the accompanying resolution is suffi-
cient to cover the estimated cost of the recommended project, and its
enactment is therefore belleved to be advisable,

This proposed legislation has been submitted to the Director of the
Bureau of the Budget, who advises that it is not in conflict with the
finanecial program of the President, but believes that, since the investi-
gation of this project made by the War Department shows that the
town of Seward, as well as certain privately owned property adjacent
to Lowell Creek, will be materially benefited by the proposed improve-
ment, the question of loeal contribution should Be given consideration.

The president of the Alaska Road Commission belleves that if local
contribution is to be required a total of $25,000 on behalf of the town
of Beward and other local interests to be benefited would be a fair
contribution to the cost of the work. An amendment providing for
local contribution in this amount has accordingly been added to the bill,

Bincerely yours, :
DwieHT F, DAvIs, Secretary of War.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I simply wish
to say that if we desire or intend to abandon the Alaska Rail-
road, then, of course, this money should not be appropriated ;
but we have built the Alaska Railroad, and unless we expect
to abandon Alaska I think we should keep the railroad going.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr, President, I agree that the Alaska Rail-
road should be operated between the Tanana River and An-
chorage, but I do not think that the line from Anchorage south
to Seward should be operated another day. There is no popu-
lation whatever in that district, and Seward Is on the sea; and
if ice-breaker boats were used they could keep open a channel
there for two or three months in the winter, and the rest of
the year the channel is open constantly.

Something ought to be done respecting this railroad. We are
expending about $1,300,000 annually in operating it as a deficit,
without any return whatever upon the $57,000,000 that has
been invested.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Does the Senator persist in his objee-
tion?

Mr. HOWELL. I do.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection has been made, and
the bill will be passed over.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 10720) to create a bureau of customs and a
bureau of prohibition in the Department of the Treasury was
announced as next in order.
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Mr. COUZENS and other Senators. Let that go over.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.
FOREST EXPERIMENT BTATION IN OHID AND MISSISSIPPI VALLEYS

The bill (8. 3405) to authorize the establishment and main-
tenance of a forest experiment station in the Ohio and Missis-
sippi Valleys was announced as next in order.

Mr. COUZENS. Let that go over. :

Mr. 'ESS. Mr. President, if the Senator will withhold his
objection for just a moment, the Government has established 10
of these experiment stations. The plan is to establish 12.
Only the other night we passed the one in reference to Penn-
sylvania. This one is to he somewhere In the Ohio and Mis-
sissippl Valleys. One of the most important features of that
great agricultural section is the farm wood lot, and it is the
desire of the Department of Agriculture, as well as the Gov-
ernment, to establish all of these stations., I sincerely hope
there will be no objection to this one, since this is the eleventh,
and 10 of them have already been established.

Mr. COUZENS. I withdraw the objection,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection is withdrawn,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill. which was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized
to establish and maintain a forest experiment station In the States of the
Ohio Valley and central Mississippi Valley, at such a place or places
a8 may be selected by him, and he is hereby authorized and directed
to conduct silvieultural, forest-fire, dendrological, and other experi-
ments and investigations, independently or in cooperatlon with ether
branches of the Federal Government, and with States, universities,
colleges, connty and municipal agencies, associations, and individuals,
to determine the best methods for the growing, management, and pro-
tection of timber crops on forest lands and farm wood lots.

Sec. 2. An appropriation of $30,000 for the fiscal year ending June
850, 1927, for the establishment of the station provided by this act
and such annual appropriations as may thereafter be necessary for its
maintenance and operation are hersby authorized.

The bill was reported fo the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed. :

TRANSPORTATION OF BLIND PERSONS

The bill (8. 2615) to authorize common carriers engaged in
interstate commerce to transport any blind person accom-
panied by a guide for one fare was considered as in Committee
of the YWhole. :

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Inter-
state Commerce with an amendment to strike out all after the
enacting clause and insert:

That paragraph (1) of section 22 of the Interstate commerce act, as
amended, is amended by striking out the colon immediately preceding
the first proviso of such paragraph and inserting in leu thereof a
gemleolon and the following: * nothing in this act shall be construed
to prohibit any common carrier from carrying any totally blind person
accompanied by a guide at the usual and ordinary fare charged to one
person, under such reasonable regulations as may have been established
by the earrier.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

FORT PECK INDIAN RESERVATION, MONT.

The bill (8. 3160) for the relief of certain settlers on the
Fort Peck Indian Reservation, State of Montana, was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Indian
Affairs with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting
clause and insert:

That any entryman on the former Fort Peck Indian Reservation, or
his successors or transferees, who Is unable to make payment as re-
quired by the act of March 4, 1925 (43 Stat. p. 1267), may obtain
an extension of time for the payment of the fotal amount of principal
and interest requived by that act for one year from the date when
such sum became or shall become due under the provisions of sald
act, upon the payment of interest on the total amount involved at
the rate of 5 per cent per annum: Provided, That the claimant shows
to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of the General Land Office
by affidavit corroborated by the affidavits of at least two persons, the
fact of and the reason for his inability to make the payment: Provided
further, That such claimant for the same reason and upon making
payment of like interest and furnishing a like afMdavit may obtain
an additional extension of one year, but no more, for the payment
of any amount so extended.
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Sge. 2. Upon failure of any person to make ecomplete payment of
the reguired amount within the period of any extenslon granted In
accordance with the provisions of this act, the homestead entry of
such person shall be ecanceled and the lands shall revert to the status
of other tribal lands of the Fort Peck Indian Reservation.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

SUPPORT OF WIFE OR MINOR CHILDREN IN THE DISTRICT

The bill (H. R. 4812) to amend an act enfitled “An act mak-
ing it a misdemeanor in the District of Columbia to abandon or
willfully neglect to provide for the support and maintenance by
any person of his wife or his or her minor children in destitute
or necessitous circumstances,” approved March 23, 1906, was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I understand
that there is already in existence a statute on this subject. Will
the Senator from Washington, who reported the bill, kindly
explain it?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, this bill proposes
to reenact sections 1 and 3 of the nonsupport act, leaving out
the punishment of hard labor. By reason of a, decision of the
Supreme Court the act giving the juvenile court power to pun-
ish in this way was taken away from it, on the gronnd that
under the Constitution prosecution punishable by imprisonment
at hard labor must be by indietment found by a grand jury.
This bill takes away the provision for fixing punishment at
hard labor, so that prosecution for nonsupport, and so forth,
can be conducted in the juvenile court under information,
rather than indictment.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Without a jury?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Oh, no; not without a jury; but
the court can not impose the penalty of hard labor.

Mr, REED of Missourl. Does this bill change the law so
that a defendant will be denied the right of trial by jury on the
ground that the offense is a violation of a police law?

Mr. JONES of Washington, Oh, no;: not at all.

Mr. REED of Missouri. It simply permits the proceeding to
be begun by information instead of indictment?

Mr, JONES of Washington. Yes; and it prohibits the court
from imposing the penalty of hard labor.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 2353) to amend the military record of Leo J.
Pourcian, and for other purposes, was announced as next in
order.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, the junior Senator from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] reported this bili. He happens to be
out of the Chamber. I have had an understanding with him
about this bill, and I will ask that it be passed over until
such time as he may be in the Chamber.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over
without prejudice,

CHARLES EVANS CONKLING

The bill (8. 3994) for the relief of Charles Evans Conkling
was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill is reported adversely,

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move the indefinite postponement of
the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from New York.

The motion to postpone indefinitely was agreed to.

HAMILTON STONE WALLACE

The bill (8. 2080) for the relief of Hamilton Stone Wallace,
formerly colonel, Quartermaster Corps, United States Army,
was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill also is reported ad-
versely.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move the indefinite postponement of
the biIL

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from New York.

The motion to postpone indefinitely was agreed to.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of Harry Coventry was
announced as next in order.

Mr. WILLIAMS. There is no report with that bill
that reason I ask that it go over,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection haying been made,
the bill will be passed over.

For
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NATIONAL HOME FOR DIBABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, MARION, IND.

The bill (8. 4027) to authorize the construction of three
cottages and an annex to the hospital at the National Home for
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Marion, Ind., was considered as
in Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Board of Managers of the National Home
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers is authorized and directed to comstruct
at the Marion Branch of such home at Marion, Ind., on land now owned
by the United States, three coitages with an aggregate capacity of
200 beds and a sanitary fireproof hospital annex to the present hospital
with a eapacity of G0 Dbeds.

Hec. 2. Upon the order of a member of the Board of Managers of the
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers the following persons
ghall be admitted to such cottages and hospital annex for the purpose
of receiving medical treatment and the other benefits of such home:
All persons who served in the military or maval forces of the United
States, including the Organized Militia, the National Guard, and the
Naval Militia, when called into the Federal service, and were separated
therefrom under honorable conditions, who have no adequate means of
gupport and by reason of diseases or wounds are either temporarily or
permanently incapacitated from earning a living

Sgo. 3. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated the sum of

700,000 in order to carry out the provisions of section 1 of this aet,
of which amount £600,000 ghall be available for the construction of the
three eottages and $100,000 for the hospital annex, including the eon-
struction of such necessary approach work, roadways, and other facili-
ties leading thereto, heating and ventilating apparatus, furniture, equip-
ment, and acecéssories, a5 may be approved by the board of managers.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I desire to know if this is
a Government institution where it is contemplated to make
these improvements?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, I will say for
the benefit of the Senator from Florida and the Senate gen-
erally that this bill was introduced by my colleague—in which,
however, 1 heartily concur—and provides for the construction
of three additional cottages and a hospital unit at Marion,
Ind., on ground that the Government already owns, to take
care of emergency cases of World War veterans among the
disabled soldiers, sailors, and marines. It is approved by the
board of managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun-
teer Soldiers, and is very badly needed at the present time.
In faect, numbers of patients have applied for admission to the
home recently, and there are no facilities to take care of them.
That is the truth of the situation. It really is an emergency
matter.

I will read from the report, for the benefit of the Senate, the
following :

It appeared from the records of the Marion Branch that the sana-
torium had been filled to capacity for the past two years and that it
had been found necessary to refuse admission to many applicants who
were entitled to and needed the services of the sanatorinimn.

After thorough discussion, bn motion, the president of the board—

That is, the Board of Managers—

was directed to submit the question of an extension of the facilities
of the sanatorium by the erection of three cottages with an aggregate
capacity of 200 beds and an additional hospital annex with a capacity
of 50 beds to Congress with a request for the necessary appropriation.

That is precisely what the bill does; and it was carefully
considered by the Committee on Military Affairs, which unani-
mously authorized a favorable report.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, is this bill recommended
by the authorities having in charge, generally speaking, the
subject of providing hospitalization for veterans of the late
war?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That is true, Mr. President,
as I understand.

Mr. TRAMMELL. The Senator will understand that I am
in favor of providing ample hospitalization for the veterans
of the late war and of other wars; but I do not think that by
special act we ounght to establish a special hospital unless it
comes within the general system which is being provided for
veterans throughout the eountry.

This bill earries an appropriation of $700,000, of which
$600,000 shall be used for these buildings. Of course, in the
few moments that are available I am unable to read the report
and tell whether this is a part of the general hospital system
that is being built up for taking care of the veterans of the
late war, or whether it is just an effort by a special bill to
establish a special hospital. !

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I can answer that question,
Mr, President. It is a part of the general plan of the chain

of hospitals throughout the country.
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Mr, LENROOT. Mr. President, may T ask, then, why they
need this hill? We have a general appropriation for that
purpose, covering that general plan, and the board has full
jurisdietion to loeate the hospitals.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I may say for the benefit of
the Senator from Wisconsin that the Marion Soldiers’ Home
was operated for years before the World War, and became a
hospital in 1520 for the benefit also of veterans of the World
War, and it has gone along in that manner for the last several
years. I may read still further, from the report of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs, something that may be enlighten-
ing: ]
The National Home at Marlon, Ind., 18 one of the homes which has
for many years been under the jurisdiction of the National Home for
Digabled Volunteer Soldiers. Prior to the World War it was a
home for Civil War veterans. Since the World War it has been
converted Into a national hospltal for the care of soldiers of the
World War who have b2en sufferlng from mental diseases. The
administration and medical activities are under the control of the
Veterans' Bureau, but the boildings and grounds are still vested in
the National Home for Disabled Voplunteers,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from
Indiana has expired. Is there objection to the consideration
of the bill?

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, we have a soldiers’ home in
my State, and we have a new hospital, built under this genersl
plan, and, as I understand it, out of this general fund. There
deoes not seem to be any report whatever from the Veterans'
Burean regarding this matter.

Mr, WADSWORTH. This is only an authorization.

Mr, LENROOT. Is there not an authorization that they
can enter into contracts? They are authorized and directed to
construet, It is more than an authorization. It is an authori-
zation to make a contract.

Mr. TRAMMELL. BMMr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from YWis-
congin yield to the Senator from Florida?

Mr. LENROOT. I yield.

Mr. TRAMMELL. I think this matter is of sufficient impor-
tance to go over, and I will ask that it go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection having been made,
the bill will be passed over,

MICHAEL M'DONALD

The bill (8. 2914) providing for the appointment of Michael
Mc¢Donald (formerly a squadron sergeant major, United States
Army) a warrant officer, United States Army, and to place him
upon the retired list immediately thereafter, was announced as
next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That bill has been reported
adversely. .

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Senator from Utah [Mr.
Kixg] is necessarily absent. He asked me to request that
this go over.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. There is an adverse report.

Mr, JONES of Washington. Nevertheless, the Senator from
Utah asked that it go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. FERNALD. Why not indefinitely postpone it?

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Senator from Utah asked
me to request that it go over, s

Mr. WILLIAMS. May I suggest to the Senator from
Washington that the Senafor from Utah [Mr. Kixe] wanted
the bill passed over because he thought it was a bad bill?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not know why he desired
that it go over,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On objection, the bill will be
passed over.

FREDERICK BREMER

The bill (8. 3672) for the relief of Frederick Bremer, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. This bill was adversely re-
ported, Mr. President, and I move that it be indefinitely post-
poned.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was indefinitely
postponed.

ANDREW J, PATRICK

The bill (8. 3165) for the relief of Andrew J. Patrick was
announced as next in order.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. This bill has also been ad-
versely reported, and I move that it be indefinitely postponed.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was indefinitely post-
poned.
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The bill (S. 860) for the relief of William 0. Mallahan was
announced as next in order.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. This bill is on the ealendar
with an adverse report, and I move that it be indefinitely post-

poned.

Mr, WALSH. Mr. President, I find it difficult to understand
how the committee could have reported that bill adversely.
A similar bill has passed the Senate several times, and the re-
port upon the matter is such that it is scarcely possible to con-
ceive of a more meritorious case.

This man served for three years in the Union Army and left
because of the most violent abuse inflicted upon him by a
drunken officer. Subsequently he reenlisted and had a very
excellent record upon his reenllstment. I can not think that
the committee conld have had the facts before them.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the motion to postpone the biil.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, If the facts are as stated by
the Senator from Montana, this bill should not be indefinitely
postponed. It would be unjust to treat a soldier in that way.
I have not studied the case.

SEVERAL SENATORS, Over!

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection having been made,
the bill will be passed over,

JOSEPH A. CHOATE

The bill (H. R. 2172) for the relief of Joseph A. Choate was
considered as in Comumittee of the Whole.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
WADE W. BARBER

The bill (H. R. 4325) for the relief of Wade W. Barber was
considered as in Commiitee of the Whole and was read, as
follows: >

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers,
Wade W. Barber, of Bancroft, Nebr., who was a member of Company
F, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United States Volunteers, shall hereafter be
held and considered to have been discharged honorably from the
military service of the United States as a private of that organization
on the 8d day of January, 1800: Provided, That no bounty, back pay,
pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage
of this act.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM W. WOODRUFF

The bill (8. 3127) to correct the military record of William
W. Woodruff was announced as next in order.
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That bill was adversely re-
ported, and I move that it be indefinitely postponed.
The motion was agreed to, and the bill was indefinitely post-
poned,
RELIEF OF M'LENNAN COUNTY, TEX.

The bill (H. R. 9212) aunthorizing and directing the Secretary
of the Treasury to pay to McLennan County, in the State of
Texas, the sum of $9,403.42, compensation for the appropriation
and destruction of an improved public road passing throngh
the military camp at Waco, Tex., in sald county by the Gov-
ernment &f the United States, was considered as in Committee
of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ete.,, That the Secretary of the Treaspry Is hereby
authorized and directed to pay to McLennan County, In the State of
Texag, or fo the proper fiscal officers of such county, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $£0,403.42,
which sum is hereby authorized to be appropriated to compensate the
said county for the value of an improved public highway in said county
and which passed through a military camp at Waco, Tex., and which
gald improved highway was appropriated by the United States Govern-
ment and was closed to public use and was destroyed by the Govern-
ment in order to make said military camp available as an aviation
field.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
WILLIAM W. GREEN

The bill (8. 2139) for the relief of William W. Green, war-
rant officer, United States Army, was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military
Affairs with an amendment, on page 1, line 6, to strike out
“$7.917" and insert in lieu thereof * $7,897.80," so as to make
the bill read: [
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Be it enacted, ete., That the Recretary of War s authorized and
directed to pay to Warrant Officer William W. Green, out of any ap-
propriation now or hereafter available for “pay, ete, of the
Army,"” the sum of $7,807.80, to reimburse him for pay, for additional
pay to officers for length of service, for rental allowance, and for sub-
sistence allowance, withheld on account of absence from his post of
duty from January 1, 1928, to September 13, 1923, such absence hav-
ing been caused by his arrest, conviction, and confluement in the State
of North Carolina for an offense against such State, for which he lLas
been unconditionally pardoned by the Governor of North Carolina.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment Wwas concurred in.

The bill wuas ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

UNITED BTATES ARMY NTURSES

The bill (8. 3514) to amend an act entitled “An act to pro-
vide for the payment of six months' pay to the widow, children,
or other designated dependent relative of any officer or enlisted
man of the Regular Ariny whose death results from wounds
or disease not the result of his own misconduet,” was consid-
ered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, cto,, That the act of Congress approved December 17,
1919 (41 Stat. L., p. 867), entitled *An act to provide for the payment
of six months' pay to the widow, children, or other designated depend-
ent relative ol any officer or enlisted man of the Regular Army whose
death results from wounds or disease not the result of his own miscon-
duect " shall apply to nurses of the Hegular Army to the same extent
and under the same conditions as to officers and enlisted men of the
Regular Army.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. T think some explanation
ought to be made of this bill by thie Senator from New York.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, the existing law pro-
vides that when an officer or an enlisted man of the Regular
Army dies, under the circumstances described in the title of
this bill, his dependents shall receive a sum of money equal to
six months of his pay. Strange to relate, the dependents of
Army nurses do not enjoy the same privileges, and, of course,
they should. They are just as much a part of the military
service as a soldier is,

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas,
to them?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Tt does. :

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have no objection to it.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to he engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

Does this extend that relief

BALE OF BURPLUS WAR DEPARTMENT REAL PROPERTY

The bill (8. 4305), to authorize the sale, under provisions of
the act of March 12, 1926, of surplus War Department real
property, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military
Affairs with an amendment, on page 2, line 2, after the word
“Florida,” to insert in parentheses the words * excepting
approximately one acre on which is located an old Spanish
fortification declared a national monument by proclamation of
the Presldent under date of October 15, 1924."

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr, President, I want an
explanation of this bill. It seems to be a measure of consid-
erable importance. A

Mr. WADSWORTH. This bill refers to part of the program
of the War Department in disposing of real estate which is no
longer needed for military purposes. The Senate has already
passed two bills of this nature, listing certain properties in
various parts of the country, the War Department being author-
ized to sell the property, and fo turn the proceeds into the
Treasury to the credit of the so-called War Department con-
struction fund, to be expended for the erection of barracks and
other facilities so sadly needed in the Army posts which are
intended to be permanent in character. This is an additional
list of such properties recommended by the War Department
for sale.

At the direction of the committee, I expect to move to amend
the bill by striking ont, on line 11, the provision relating to
the Angusta arsenal, at Augusta, Ga., as there has been some
question as fo the title of the Government in that property.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the committee amendment?

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I desire to look into this

bill a little further, and I therefore object to its consideration.
Mr. REED of Missouri. I would like to ask for information
whether this property is located in Florida? 2
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Mr. WADSWORTH. It is scattered over the country. The
first committee amendment happened to relate to the Matanzas
Military Reservation in Florida, and the committee proposed
an amendment so that a certain old Spanish fortification that
is situated on the Government reservation should not be in-
cluded in the sale.

Mr. REED of Missourl. But the bill covers other property
than Florida property?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, yes. All the properties are listed
and named. I may say, for the benefit of the Senator from
Florida, that his colleague was consulted In regard to this
matter.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr, President, I had no objection to the
adoption of the amendment, but I want to investigate a little
about this property involved; that is all.

Mr, WADSWORTIH. May I impose upon the patience of the
Senate by asking that the amendment which I was going to
offer be permitted to be offered and adopted, so I will not have
to run the risk of my memory failing me the next time the bill
comes up? I promised the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE]
and the Committee on Military Affairs as a whole to offer that
amendment and have it adopted, if possible,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the amendment? If not, the clerk will state the
amendment.

The CHier CLERK. On page 2, line 11, strike out “Augusta
Arsenal, Angusta, Ga.,” and the semicolon.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On objection,
amended will be passed over.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 4001) to relieve persons in the military and
naval services of the United States during the war emergency
period from claims for overpayment at that time not involving
frand, was announced as next in order.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I object, on behalf of the Senator from
Utah [Mr. K1nG].

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

BIRTH PLACE OF GEORGE WASHINGTON

The bill (H. R. 10131) granting the consent of Congress to
the Wakefleld National Memorial Association to build, upon
Government-owned land at Wakefield, Westmoreland County,
Va., a replica of the house in which George Washington was
born, and for other purposes, was consldered as in Committee
of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That permission is hereby given to the Wake-
field Natlonal Memorial Assoclation, of Washington, D. C, a
corporation created by and existing under the laws of the State of
Virginia, its successors and assigns, to build, operate, and maintaln
upon the plot of ground owned by the United States at Wakefleld,
Westmoreland County, Va., a replica, as pearly as may be practicable,
of the house in which George Washington wase born, to be used and
ocetipied In such manner and for such purposes in preserving the
mremory of George Washington as may be appropriate: Provided, That
the size and location of the area to be set aside for improvement by
sald assoclation shall be determined by the Secretary of War: And
provided, That the plans for the building herein authorized and for
the landscape treatment and development of the grounds before being
carried into effect shall receive the approval of the Fine Arts Com-
mission and the Secretary of War: 4dnd provided, That no work shall
be commenced until the Secretary of War has been assured that funds
are available for the completion of the work herein authorlzed; And
provided further, That the operation, maintenance, care, charging of
fees, and any other function carried on by the said assoclation within
the area set aside for its use, shall be subject to the supervision of the
Secretary of War, and In accordance with such regulations as the
gnid SBecretary may promulgate.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

The bill (H. R. 10203) authorizing the Secretary of War
to convey certain portions of the military reservation at
Monterey, Calif.,, to the city of Monterey, Calif.,, for street
purposes was considered as in Committee of the Whole and was
read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby,
authorized to convey to the city of Monterey, Calif., by sunitable instru-
ment, an easement for a right of way over that portion of the milltary
reservation at Monterey, Calif,, particularly described as follows, to wit:

Beginning at a point on the north line of the United States military
reservation at Monterey, Callf., said point of beginning being distant
south 89 degrees 30 minutes west 310.7 feet from the stone monument
standing on the shore line of Monterey Bay at the northeasterly corner
of said reservation, and running thence south 34 degrees 86 minutes

the bhill as
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east 261 feet to a point on the northeasterly line of Lighthouse Road
in said reservation; themce north 65 degrees west, along said line of
gaid Lighthouse Road, 1985 feet; thence north 40 degrees 12 minutes
east 52.3 feet; thence nmorth 34 degrees 36 minutes west 110 feet to a
point on the north line of said reservation ; thence north 89 degrees 30
minutes east, along the north line of the said reservation, 60.38 feet
to the point of beginning, subject to such conditions, restrictions, and
reservations as the Secretary of War may impose for the protection
of the reservation and subject to a perpetual right of way over said
land for the uses of any department of the Government of the United
States.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
ENLISTED RESERVE CORPS
The bill (H. R. 10385) to amend section 55 of the national
defense act, June 3, 1916, as amended, relating to the Enlisted
Reserve Corps, was considered as in Committee of the Whole
and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the third sentence of section 55 of the
national defense act of June 3, 1916, as amended, be, and the same is
hereby, amended by changing the period to a comma and adding the
following words * except that for original enlistments in railway oper-
ating units the maximum age limit shall be 45 years,” so that the
gection as amended will read as follows:

“ 8Ec. 55. The Enlisted Reserve Corps: The Enlisted Reserve Corps
ghall consist of persons voluntarily enlisted therein. The period of
enlistment shall be three years, except in the case of persons who
gerved in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps at some time between
April 6, 1917, and November 11, 1918, who may be enlisted for one-
year periods, and who in time of peace shall be entitled to discharge
within 80 days if they make application therefor. Enlistment shall
be limited to persons eligible for enlistment in the Regular Army who
have had such military or technical training as may be prescribed by
regulations of the Secretary of War, except that for original enlistments
in railway operating units the maximum age limit shall be 45 years.
All enlistments in force at the outbreak of war, or entered into during
its continuation, whether in the Regular Army or the Enlisted Reserve
Corps, shall continue in force until six months after its termination
unless sooner terminated by the President.”

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I want fo ask the
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs what is pro-.

posed by that bill.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, under the national de-
fense act as it now reads the maximum age limit for enlisted
men in the Enlisted Reserve Corps is 35 years. One of the
elements in the Enlisted Reserve Corps, as organized by the
War Department, is the railway-operating unit, so called. It is
deemed wise by the War Department to organize, on paper, as
it were, in very skeleton form, in time of peace, railway-operat-
ing units of the Enlisted Reserve Corps; and this bill is to
permit those men to be enlisted up te the age of 45.

Mr. REED of Missouri, It simply raises the age limit?

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is all.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

DETAIL OF SOLDIERS TO EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS

The bill (H. R. 10984) to amend the national defense act,
June 3, 1916, as amended, so as fo permit the Secretary of
War to detail enlisted men to educational iustitutions, was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, rezid the third time, and passed.

BATTLE FIELD MEMORIALS

The bill (H. R. 11613) to provide for the study and investi-
gation of battle fields in the United States for commemorative
purposes, wis considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military
Affairs with an amendment, on page 1, line 11, to strike out
“history " and insert * historic,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized
to have made studies and investigations and, where necessary, surveys
of all battle fields within the continental limits of the United States
whereon troops of the United Btates or of the original thirteen Colo-
nies have been engaged against & common enemy, with a view fo pre-
paring & general plan and such detailed projects as may be required
for properly commemorating such battle fields or other adjacent
points of historic and military interest.

8pc. 2. That on or before December 1, 1926, the Secretary of War
shall submit through the President to Congress a preliminary plan by
which the purpose of this act can, in his opinion, be most economically
carrled out; and annually thereafter he shall submit through the
President to Congress a defailed report of progress made under this
act, together with his recommendations for further operations.

~
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fSmc. 3. That the Secretary of War shall include annually in his
War Department appropriation estimates a list of the battle fields
for which surveys or other fleld investigations are planned for the
fiscal year in questiom, together with the estimated cost of making
each survey or other field investigation.

BEc. 4. That hereafter no real estats ghall be purchased for military
park purposes by the (Government unless report thereon shall have
been made by the Secretary of War through the President to Congress
under the provisions of this get.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred In.
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.
The bill was read the third time and passed.
FRANCIS FORBES

The bill (H. R. 1721) for the relief of Francis Forbes was
considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as
follows :

Be it enacted, eto,, That in the administration of the pension laws
Francis Forbes, late of Company I, Tenth Regiment New York Volun-
teer Cavalry, or Company I, First Regiment New York Volunteer
Provisional Cavalry, Civil War, shall be held and considered to have
been honorably discharged: Provided, That no" back pay, pension,
bounty, or other emolument shall acerue prior to the passage of this act.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ALONZO C. SHEKELL °

The bill (H. R. 1717) for the relief of Alonzo C. Shekell was
considered as in Committee of the Whole and wss read, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers
Alonzo C. Shekell, who was a member of Company H, First Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Sharpshooters, shall hereafter be held and con-
gidered to have been discharged honorably from the military service
of the United States as a member of that organization on the 22d day
of November, 1864 : Provided, That no back pay, pension, bounty, or
other emolument shall acerue prior to the passage of this act.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

MESA TARGET RANGE, ARIZONA

The bill (H. R. 10052) to authorize the sale of the Mesa
target range, Arizona, was announced as next in order.

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Senator from Utah [Mr.
Eina] asks that that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

BILL PABSED OVER

The bill (8. 1871) to punish the transportation of stolen
property in interstate or foreign commence, was announced as
next in order.

Mr. REED of Missourl. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION REFPORTS

The resolution (8. Res, 152) to rescind the order of the
Senate requiring the Interstate Commerce Commission to
submit monthly reports on the condition of railroad equipment,
was announced as next in order.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I do not want to
object to that, but I would like to have an explanation.

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, the Senator who introduced
this resolution is not in the Chamber, but I was on the com-
mittee when the resolution was reported out. When the law
was first passed requiring these reports, there appeared to be
a great necessity for them. It later developed that the re-
ports were piling up, and did pile up for a number of years,
and that they have not been used. Preparing the reports was
a big waste, and the Interstate Commerce Commission and the
Committee on Interstate Commerce Commission went into the
matter and recommended the passage of this resolution, to
obviate the necessity of preparing the reports,

Mr. REED of Missouri. In what condition does that leave
us; without any reports at all?

Mr. COUZENS. It does with respect to this particular sec-
tion. It rescinds an order of the Senate requiring the Inter-
state Commerce Commission to submit monthly reports of the
condition of railroad equipment. The reports have been coming
to the Senate, and the Senate has not been using them.

The information is still in the hands of the commission at
any time the Senate may want it, but they have been making
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reports to the Senate without any use belng made of them. It
was thought it would save great expense to the Interstate Com-
merce Commission to repeal the section requiring the reports.

Mr. REED of Missouri. It does not follow, because nothing
has been said or no reference made to the reports, that they
are not being examined by Members of the Senate. I think
the bill bad better go over until we have an opportunity to
examine it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

PURCHASE OF CERTAIN APPARATUS BY SECRETARY OF WAR

The bill (8. 1487) to authorize the Secretary of War to
class as secret certain apparatus pertaining to the Signal
Corps, Air Service, and Chemical Warfare Service, and em-
power him to authorize purchases thereof and award contracts
therefor without notice or advertisement, was announced as
next in order.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, ig this bill
analogous to the provision which was 1ncorpomted yesterday
in the Air Service bill?

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; it is a different subject.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I know it relates to a dif-
ferent subject, but is it not somewhat analogous to that
provision?

Mr. WADSWORTH. In the sense that it absolves the Sec-
retary of War from the necessity of inviting public bids and
purchasing only by contract after competitive bidding secret
apparatus.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I think the Senator should
explain in some little detail the circumstances which he thinks
justify the bill. The explanation which was made yesterday
of the section incorporated In the Air Service bill was satis-
factory to me, although some doubt existed in my mind as to
the propriety of the provisions.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator
from New York to tell us in his explanation whether the bill
would authorize the Secretary of War to make contr: ‘ts for
planes without advertising?

Mr. WADSWORTH. My own judgment is that it could not
be construed in that way, I will say to the Senator from Mon-
tana. A plane can not be regarded as secret. It is open to
inspection by so many people nearly all its life that it could
hardly be called a secret apparatus.

Mr. WALSH. But it is entirely in the discretion of the Sec-
retary to do it or not, as he sees fit.

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is true. We would have to trust
the Secretary of War under any measure of this sort. I
assume the phrase “secret apparatus” means some newly
discovered high explosive, for example, or mechanism for the
use of it.

Mr. WALSH. I have no doubt it is the purpose of the bill,
but it is so comprehensive in its language that almost anything
would come within the characterization,

Mr. WADSWORTH. It uses this language:

Apparatus of such nature that the interests of the public service
wounld be Injured by publicly divulging—

And so forth.

Then in that event he may not be compelled to purchase the
apparatus after competitive bidding and publicly letting the
contract.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
sideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Gommittee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as
follows :

Be it enacted, ete., That, in additlon to authority heretofore granted,
the Seeretary of War be, and hereby is, empowered in his discretion
to class as seeret any apparatus and equipment pertaining either to the
Signal Corps, the Alr Service, or the Chemical Warfare Service of the
Army of the United States, of such nature that the interests of the
public service would be injured by publicly divulging them, and may
authorize purchases and award contracts for the development, manu-
facture, and procurement thereof without public advertisement for bids
or due notice to the trade: Provided, That such purchases and con-
tracts shall not be made or awarded except under clreumstances where
it shall be impracticable to procure such articles in Government estab-
lishments.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third readlng. read the third time,
and passed.

Mr., REED of Missouri subsequently said: Mr, President, I
ask unanimous conseut to return to Calendar No. 935, Senate
bill 1487, just pa

The PRES]DING DFFIC.!'..R Is there objection? The Chair
hears none.

Is there objection to the con-
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Mr. REED of Missourl. I move that the votes by which the
bill was ordered to a third reading and passed may be re-
considered.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I suggest that the Senator
from New York [Mr. WapsworTH] is not now present.

Mr. REED of Missourl, I sent for him as soon as I saw
him leave the Chamber a moment ago. I am simply asking
now for a reconsideration. I would like to have the bill held
in that condition until the Senator returns before we take
action upon that.

Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection to that course,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the
motion to reconsider the votes by which the bill was ordered
to a third reading and passed.

The motion to reconsider was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

5 ANDREW CULLIN

The bill (H. R. 4585) for the relief of Andrew Cullin was
considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as
follows :

Be it enacted, eto., That in the administration of the pension laws
Andrew Cullin, allas Daniel J. Doyle, alias Daniel Harney, shall be
hereafter held and considered to have been honorably discharged from
the military service of the United States as & private of Troop K,
Second Regiment United States Cavalry, as private, Company B,

" Fourteenth Reglment, and Company A, Thirteenth Regiment United
States Infantry: Provided, That no back pension, back pay, or back
allowance shall acerue by virtue of the passage of this act.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

PROPOSED SITES AND LOCATIONS FOR POST OFFICES

The bill (8. 4111) providing for public notice relative to the
gelection of proposed sites and locations for post offices was
considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, there is no report accom-
panying the bill.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, the bill was reported by the
chairman of the committee, and I see there is no report accom-
panying it. The bill explains in full its object and purpose.
It provides that In selecting a post-office site or in making ar-
rangements for obtaining post-office quarters, after the authori-
ties have determined upon a particular location and before they
make the contract that will bind the Government, two weeks’
due notice shall be given to the publie in order that the public
may be heard upon the question of the location. In my State
in a number of cases the post-office inspectors have recom-
mended a particular location for new post-office quarters and the
contract has been made before the patrons of the office would
know anything about the selection, and in several instances, at
least, those locations have been entirely beyond and without the
main business center of the town.

Mr., ROBINSON of Arkansas. Have there not also been in-
stances where the department has leased, rented, or purchased
sites from the postmaster himself without public notice being
given and without the public having an opportunity to express
any choice as to the location of the site?

Mr. TRAMMELL. I knew of some instances of that kind
in my State some years ago, but not recently. Ten or fifteen
years ago I knew of some cases of that character.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkamnsas. I recall in the State of Ar-
kansas a case where the postmaster himself sold or leased a
gite to the Government over the protest of what was believed
to be a large majority of the people of the town. They knew
nothing of it until long after the contract had been made. The
department indicated that if they had had knowledge of the
true conditions the contract would not have been entered into,
but since it had been signed there was no relief to be afforded.

Mr. TRAMMELL. We have had some cases of that char-
acter, The idea of the bill is that two weeks' notice shall be
given, during which time the people may protest or may pre-
sent their views in regard to the location. I do not see how
it can do any harm.

Mr. WILLIAMS. May I inquire of the Senator from Florida
where the public notice is to be given?

Mr. TRAMMELL. I did not prescribe in the bill where it
should be given. I discussed the matter before the committee
and stated that it was customary to post public notices at the
post office. Of course, that perhaps should be written in the
bill.

Mr. WILLIAMS. It might be given in Washington.

Mr. TRAMMELL. No; it should be given at the post office
in the immediate locality.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think that ought not to be left in doubt.
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Mr. TRAMMELL., I would like to amend the bill in that
respect so as to read: “Two weeks' public notice posted in the
local post office.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will report the
amendment. 4

The Crier CLERK. On page 1, line 8, after the words “ pub-
lic notice " insert the words “ posted in the loeal post office.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FERNALD. Mr. President, I am not quite clear about
the amendment just agreed to. Under the new public buildings
bill recently passed it is necessary to post such notices for at
least 20 days in some public place and to publish them in a
newspaper printed in the town. I am not quite clear about
the provigion just agreed to.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Let us make it 20 days, then. Then there
will be no conflict. I move to reconsider the vote by which the
amendment was agreed to, and then I will modify it so as to -
make it read “20 days"” instead of “2 weeks.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the vote
by which the amendment was agreed to will be reconsidered.
The clerk will report the amendment as modified.

The Cuier CLeErK. After the word “ notice ” insert the words
“ posted in the local post office for 20 days.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. TRAMMELL. A similar amendment should be made in
lines 10 and 11 of the bill. I move to amend there by striking
out the words “two weeks"” and inserting in lieu thereof
“20 days.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The CHmr CrLErx. On page 1, in line 10, after the word
“gaid,” strike out the words *“two weeks" and insert in lien
thereof the words “ 20 days,” so the sentence will read:

During sald 20 days any protest agalnst the contemplated location
shall be received and considered.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

PURCHABE OF CERTAIN APPARATUS BY SECRETARY OF WAR

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, the Senator from
New York [Mr. WapsworTH] has now come into the Chamber.
1 ask that we recur again to Calendar 935, Senate bill 1485,
I asked to have the vote reconsidered by which the bill was
passed. ' I sent for the Senator from New York for the purpose
of calling it to his attention.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Very well

Mr. REED of Missouri. The vote was reconsidered, and I
then asked that the matter remain in that condition until the
Senator had entered the Chamber. He has now entered the
Chamber,

I want to say in explanation that it seems to me the bill
is entirely too broad in its terms and is a very dangerous
bill. If Senators will turn to the bill, they will find this lan-
guage:

That in addition to authority heretofore granted, the Secretary of
War be, and hereby is, empowered, in his discretion, to class as secret
any apparatus and equipment pertaining either to the Signal Corps,
the Air Service, or the Chemical Warfare Service of the Army of the
United States of such nature that the interests of the public service
would be injured by publicly divulging it.

Then they authorize the purchase and award of contracis for
the dsvelopment, manufacture, and procurement thereof with-
out public advertisement or bids or due notice to the trade.
Under that provision the Secretary of War, exercising that
discretion, could purchase almost anything and any amount of
arms or equipment. He could make contracts without getting
bids, without notice, for any length of time unless he was else-
where restricted by statute as to the length of the contract.
That is too great power to vest in the discretion of one man
without some words of limitation.

I appreciate exactly, I think, what the Senator from New
York is trying to get at—the necessity for some authority béing
given to make contracts In special cases, but there should be
some gafeguard thrown about the measure. It will be remem-
bered that we had one horrible scandal here about the airplane
business of the United States. The language is too broad. I
ask now that the bill go over until we can have some oppor-
tunity to see if some kind of safeguard can not be thrown
about it.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Very well.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection having been made,
the bill will be passed over.
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JOHN A. DOUGLAS -

The bill (H. R. 680) for the relief of John A. Douglas was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ALLING B. MAISH

The bill (H. R. 9019) for the relief of Alling R. Malsh was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill had been
reported from the Committee on DMilitary Affairs with an
amendment, on page 1, line 5, to strike out “Ailing” and insert
“Alling,” so the name will read “Alling R. Maish.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of
the Senator from Arkansas what the distinetion in this bill is

_between a soldier who is “discharged without honor” and a
soldier who deserts? This seems, for example, to be not an
ordinary desertion case, but the case of a soldier “ discharged
without honor.”

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, the facts in
this case present a somewhat anomalous situation. The soldier
applied for his discharge on the ground that his services were
necessary for the support of an afflicted or dependent father.
That discharge was denied him. He subsequently left the
service. Afterwards, however, he reenlisted and served long
and efficiently. The Congress in the meantime passed an act,
approved March 4, 1925, section 2 of which provides—

that where a charge of deserfion is now standing against the reec-
ords of an officer or enlisted men in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps,
who has since such charge served honorably in the World War prior to
November 11, 1918, the President may cause an entry to be made on
gaid rolls and records relieving such officer or enlisted man of all the
disabilities which he had theretofore or would hereafter suffer by virtue
of saild charge of desertlon thus appearing against him.

The soldier having been apprehended and fried, the charge
of desertion no longer stood against him. The Secretary of
War was therefore unable to afford him the relief which would
have been afforded if he had not been tried for the offense of
desertion. It is believed, since he suffered a penalty for his
wrongful act and served subsequently with distinction and effi-
ciency, that he ought to have the same relief Which wonld
have been accorded him if he had never been tried. For that
reason this bill has been introduced, the power of the depart-
ment being limited to cases where the charge was still standing
at the date of the passage of the act.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I was not objecting to the bill. I was
merely asking what the difference was between a discharge
“ywithout honor” and a desertion. I wanted the information
furnished for the purposes of the REcorp.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, may I answer the yues-
tion of the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, Certainly.

Mr. WADSWORTH. If a soldier is discharged as the resulf
of a court-martial for some military offense warranting a dis-
charge, his separation from the service is always accompanied
by a dishonorable discharge. A soldier, however, may be dis-
charged, for example, for having enlisted under a false name
or for having prevaricated about his age or overstating his
age so as to be able to enlist. In that event he is “ discharged
without honor.”

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of
Alling R. Maish.”

BUREAU OF BTANDARDS POWER PLANT

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
gider the bill (8. 4221) authorizing the construction by the
Secretary of Commerce of a power-plant building on the present
gite of the Bureau of Standards in the District of Columbia.
It proposes to authorize the Secretary of Commerce to con-
tract for the construction of a suitable fireproof power-plant
building to be erected upon the present site of the Bureau of
Standards in the District of Columbia at a cost not to exceed
$200,000.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, may I ask the
Senator from Maine [Mr. FeErnarp], who reported this bill,
why this construction can not be taken care of under the pub-
lic buildings bill which we have passed?

Mr. FERNALD. Mr. President, the construction of the pro-
posed power plant comes under department of the Govern-
ment other than the Treasury Department. It comes under
the Department of Commerce. The facts in the case are these:
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At the Bureau of Standards there are two power plants. They
have become old. This construction is to replace one of those
plants. When this institution was established it had but 2
buildings, while now it has 11 permanent buildings and 8 tem-
porary buildings.

Mr. JONBES of Washington. Mr. President, may I ask the
Senator from Maine a further question?

Mre. FERNALD, Yes.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Does not the provision in the
public buildings law for buildings in the Distriet of Columbia
take care of buildings for the various departments?

Mr. FERNALD. No; it takes care of the buildings under
the Treasury Department; but this comes under another de-
purtment. The $50,000,000 appropriation is to be expended
under the Treasury Department, while in this case the build-
ing comes under the Department of Commerce,

Mr. JONES of Washington. May not any buildings be con-
structed out of that bullding fund except those under the
Treasury Department?

Mr. FERNALD. Buildings such as come under the Treas-
ury Department may be constructed out of that fund.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Do not buildings for any other
department come under the Treasury Department?

Mr. FERNALD. No; and this comes under the direction of
the Department of Commerce.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I know that this building does;
I understand that; but I thought that the $50,000,000 appropria-
tion was for all public building purposes of the Government in
the District of Colombia. How is that appropriation limited?

Mr, FERNALD. It is limited to those buildings which come
under the Treasury Department.

Mr. JONES of Washington. May not a building for a post
office substation be erected in the District of Columbia out of
that $50,000,000 appropriation?

AMr. FERNALD. Ob, yes.

Mr. JONES of Washington. How does a post office building
come under the Treasury Department?

Mr. FERNALD. The appropriation is to cover buildings
under the Post Office Department and the Treasury Department.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Then, the appropriation covers
two departments—the Treasury Department and the Post Office
Department?

AMr. FERNALD, Yes, sir.

Mr. JONES of Washington. But none others?

Mr. FERNALD. It covers none others,

The bill was reported to the Senafe without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third
time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill
pass? !

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I desire to make a further in-
quiry about this bill. Public buildings generally are con-
structed under the direction of the Supervising Architect of the
Treasury. He has a complete force of architects, draftsmen,
superintendents of construction, and all that kind of thing.
That is the building organization of the Government in the
Distriet of Columbia.

Mr. FERNALD. Under the Treasury Department,

Mr. WALSH. Why should we authorize the Secretary of
Commerce to go into the construetion business?

Mr. FERNALD. The Government Printing Office also is in
a different eategory. In this case the building comes under the
Commerce Department.

Mr. WALSH. I understand that perfectly well.

AMr. FERNALD. The public buildings law covers only the
buildings which come under the Post Office and Treasury De-
partments.

Mr. WALSH. The public buildings law is general. There
is so much money appropriated for the construction of buildings
in the Distriet of Columbia. After the explanation made by
the Senator from Maine, I am unable to see why the position
taken by the Senator from Washington is not correct; that is,
the building proposed to be covered by this bill should be erected
out of the general appropriation. However, that is not the
point I am now making, The point I am now making is that
the Treasury Department is at present engaged in the work of
construction. It is organizing for that work. It has its super-
vising architect with all the proper equipment to carry on the
work of the construction of public buildings in the District of
Columbia, as well as in the country generally. Now, we are
here going to set up, pro tanto at least, a construction depart-
ment in the Department of Commerce.

Mr, FERNALD. No; the bill does not contemplate setting
up a new construction department. It merely carries out the
same policy which has been pursued by the Government in the
past. The power plant in this instance comes under the
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Department of Commerce. The Government Printing Office
is another building that is not under the Treasury Depart-
ment. There are a few buildings that come under individual
departments, and this is one. The public buildings law can
not cover this matter,

Mr. WALSH. I pass that point altogether. Let us make
the appropriation; but why should not the erection of this
building be Intrusted to the Supervising Architect of the
Treasury ?

Mr. FERNALD. I assume that may be done. If the Depart-
ment of Commerce should call upon him I am sure hls services

could be availed of.

Mr, WALSH. But if the Department of Commerce should
not choose to do so, it would go to work and set up a separate
construoction department. That would not be advisable, of
course.

Mr. FERNALD. No; but under the system, which has been
followed for many years, buildings for various departments
are provided for through them. : The public buildings law cov-
ers all the buildings that come under the Treasury Department,
but there are a few that come under other departments that
are not provided for in that law.

Mr. WALSH. 1 can not understand that, because the law
does not differentiate at all. There is so much money appro-
priated for the construction of public buildings in the District
of Columbia.

Mr. FERNALD. Under the Treasury Department.

aAlr. WALSH. No.

Mr. FERNALD. The .Senator will find by reading the law
that that is what it provides.

Mr. WALSH. Where do we find defined what buildings do
come under the Treasury Department?

Mr. FERNALD. I can not name them all, but they are all
recorded.

Mr. WALSH, Then we do not know what kind of buildings
are going to be constructed with the $50,000,0007

Mr. FERNALD. I think generally we know about that.
This is the only instance of which I know of any building out-
side of the Treasury Department.

Mr. WALSH. But that is aside from this question. Why
should we have two or three different organizations for the
construction of public bulldings in the city of Washington?

Mr. FERNALD. The Senator will have to go back a long
time to determine that. The practice was inaugurated long
before my day.

Mr. WALSH. If tbere is a precedent, is it not a precedent
that is honored in the breach rather than in the observance?

Mr. FERNALD. It has been the policy of the Government,
I suppose, from its foundation. Up to the present time the same
system has been followed, and this bill proposes no change in
the system at all.

Mr. WALSH. But there does not seem to be any system.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, not even all the buildings that
are constructed under the supervision of the Treasury Depart-
ment are confined to the Supervising Architect of the Treasury.
For example, the Internal Revenue Building, erected across
Pennsylvania Avenue from the Treasury Department, was not
constructed under the supervision of the Supervising Archifect
of the Treasury, but under the supervision of a New York
architect.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill
pass?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I call the at-
tention of the Senator from Maine to the last paragraph of the
letter of the Director of the Budget and ask him to explain it.
The bill authorizes an appropriation of not to exceed $200,000
for the construction of a power-plant building to be erected
upon the present site of the Bureau of Standards in the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

The Director of the Budget says, among other things:

I have presented this matter to the President, who has instructed
me to advise you that the legislation which you propose is not in
conflict with his financial program, providing that the legislation per-
taining to the power house and the master track scale will not involve
the necessity of any appropriation either during this current or the
next fiscal year.

Mr. FERNALD. What is the date of that letter?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The date of the letter is Jan-
uary 18, 1924,

Mr. FERNALD. Yes; that was two years ago. This bill
has the approval of the President and of the Secretary of Com-
merce. The present power plant was installed 22 years ago,
and it is claimed that there will be a saving of $25,000 a year
in fuel by the erection of the new building.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill
pass? :
‘The bill was passed.
BITE FOR POST OFFICE AT DONORA, PA,

The bill (H. R. 252) to authorize the Secretary of the
Treasury to accept a title to a site for the post office at
Donora, Pa., which excepts and reserves natural gas and oil
uwn(lerlying the land, was considered as in Committee of the

hole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BOIBE, IDAHO

The bill (H. R, 431) providing for the conveyance of certain
land to the city of Boise, Idaho, and from the city of Boise,
Idaho, to the United States, was considered as in Committee of
the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BUILDING FOR MASTER TRACK BCALE AND TEST-CAR DEPOT

The bill (H. R. 5359) authorizing the purchase by the Sec-
retary of Commerce of a site and the construction and equip-
ment of a building thereon for use as a master track scale and
test-car depot, and for other purposes, was considered as in
Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

LAND FOR NEW YORK CITY POST OFFICE

The bill (H. R. 9869) to authorize and empower the Secretary
of the Treasury to accept a corrective deed to certain real estate
in the city of New York for the use of the new post-office build-
ing was considered as in Commitfee of the Whole.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I should like to have the
ehai;man of the committee explain the purpose and object of
the bill

Mr. FERNALD. Mr. President, in 1902 authorization was
made for a new post-office site in New York City. This was
acquired from the Pennsylvania, New York & Long Island Rail-
road; and while the title to the site is vested in the United
States, the railroad reserved certain rights fo the use of a
portion of the subsurface for its tracks and station purposes.

Although at that time careful consideration was given to
the deed, it has been found that the terms of the original
deed are not sufficient to cover all the details, This bill an-
thorizes the Secretary of the Treasury, the Postmaster General,
and the Attorney General to adjust and accept a corrected
deed, The bill does not affect the area of the site, and the
correction is to be without additional cost to the United States,
The legislation was suggested by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, and has the approval of the city of New York.

Mr. TRAMMELL, Mr. President, I do not think we hare
much more information now than we had before that letter
was read. Under the provisions of this bill it is possible that
some very valuable rights of the Government may be given
away to the railroad company. I judge that the purpose of
correcting the deed is probably to grant the railroad some
additional concessions to those which it already enjoys.

Mr. FERNALD. It is exactly the reverse, Mr. President,
The purpose ig that we may have a corrected and a more sub-
stantial deed.

Mr. TRAMMELL. It may be a corrected deed, but it may be
a deed that is corrected for the purpose of granting further
privileges and the use of additional land to the railroad com-
pany. From the bill we can not tell what the purpose and
object is. I do not know that that is the object, but, as I =ay,
we can not tell from the bill,

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Sena-
tor from Florida whether he has attached to his copy of the
bill a copy of the House report?

Mr. TRAMMELL. I have not any copy of the House report.
There is no report with my copy of the bill.

Mr, WILLIAMS. The House report is No. 1024, and gets
out rather fully why the corrected deed should be accepted.

Mr. TRAMMELL. The report is not attached to my copy
of the bill. I shall not make any objection to the considera-
tion of the bill. I thought it onght to be explained, however.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

CONVEYANCE OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY TO OSHKOSH, WIS,

The bill (H. R. 11853) to convey to the city of Oshkosh,
Wis,, certain Government property was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.
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drdered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
PROMOTION OF OFFICERS OF STAFF CORPS OF THE NAVY
The bill (H. R. T181) to provide for the equalization of
promotion of officers of the staff corps of the Navy with ofiicers
of the line was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

DANIEL SHAW WILLTAMSON

The bill (H. R. 11308) authorizing the payment of an in-
demnity to Great Britain on account of the death of Daniel
Shaw Williamson, a British subjeet, who was killed at East St.
Louis, 111, on July 1, 1921, was considered as in Commlttee of
the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

CONSTRUCTION OF VESSELS FOR COABT GUARD

The bill (H. R. 5026) to provide for the construction of 10
vessels for the Coast (}uard was considered as in Committee
of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce
with an amendment, on page 1, line 7, after the word * duties,”
to insért “ Provided, That the equipment be bought in epen
competition,” so as to make the bill read:

-Be it enuacted, efc., That there I3 hereby authorlzed to be appro-
priated not to exceed $5,000,000, to be expended by the Secretary of
the Treasury, for the construction and equipment of 10 Coast Guard
cutters, to be designed and equipped for Coast Guard dutles: Provided,
That the equipment be bought in open competition,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

EBILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 10973) to readjust the commissioned per-
sonnel of the Coast Guard, and for other purposes, was an-
nounced as next in order,

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, this bill ap-
pears to be of considerable importance. Will the Senator from
Washington explain its purposes and effect?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I will state that I overlooked
that bill. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Kixg] asked me to
request that it go over, and I therefore do so.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection having been made,
the bill will be passed over.

. MARY H. DOUGHERTY

The bill (8. 1641) for the relief of Mary H. Dongherty was
considered as in Committee of the Whole and. was read, as
follows :

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Sccretary of the Navy is herebhy au-
thotized and directed to cauise to be paid, from the appropriation for
beneficiaries of officers who die while on the active list of the Navy,
to Mary H. Dougherty, widow of Horace DeB. Dougherty, Iate lieuten-
ant, United States Navy, an amount equal to six months' pay at the
rate to which the said Horace DeB. Dougherty would have been en-
titled to recelve had he heen employed on active duty at the time of
his death.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

PAYMASTER HERBERT ELLIOTT STEVENS, UNITED STATES NAVY

The bill (H. R. 2508) for the relief of Paymaster Herbert
Elliott Stevens, United States Navy, was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole,

The hbill was reported to the Senate withont amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

LIEUT. COMMANDER WALTER STANLEY HAAS, UNITED STATES NAVY

The joint resolution (H. J. Res, 9) granting permission to
Walter Stanley Haas, lieutenant commander, United States
Navy, to accept a decoration bestowed upon him by the Govern-
ment of Ecuador, was considered as in Committee of the Whole,

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, |
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BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R, 3763) to prevent delay in the promotion of
officers of the Navy and Marine Corps was announced as next
in order.

Mr, WILLIAMS. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over,

GUSTAYO TEGERA GUEVARA

The bill (H. R. 3352) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy
to receive for instruction at the United States Naval Academy
at Annapolis, Mr. Gustave Tegera Guevara, a citizen of Vene-
zuela, was considered as in Cominittee of the Whole,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered fo a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ROY . BAAM

The bill (H. R. 6015) to correct the Marine Corps record
of Roy W. Seam, was congidered as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

CAPT. F. A, TRAUT, UNITED STATES NAVY

The bill (H. R. 7217) to authorize Capt. F. A. Traut, United
States Navy. to accept a decoration from the King of Denmark
known as the * Order of Dannebrog,” was considered as in
Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ESTABLIBSHMENT OF CERTAIN WARRANT AND COMMISSIONED WAR-
RANT GRADES IN MARINE CORPS

The bill (H. R. 85725) to establish the warrant grade of pay
clerk and the commissioned warrant grades of chief marine
gunner, chief quartermaster clerk, and chief pay clerk in the
United States Marine Corps was announced as next in order.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, on behalf of the
Senator from Utah [Mr. Kixe] I ask that that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. JONES of Washington subsequently said: Mr. President,
a few moments ago I objected to the consideration of House
bill 8725 on behalf of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kixa] when
it came up. I find, however, that I had the wrong bill marked
on the calendar he had given to me, and that was a mistake.
1 had no request from him to object to that bill; so I with-
draw the objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection to the considera-
tion of House bill 8725 having been withdrawn, it will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the bill; and the Senate, as in Com-
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its counsideration.

The bill was reported to the Senate witliout amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ACCEPTANCE OF CERTAIN ORDERS FROM REPUBLIC OF CHILE

The bill (II. R. 9319) to authorize certain officers of the
United States Navy to accept from the Republic of Chile
the Order of Merif, first class, and the Order of Merit, second
class, was considered as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Naval
Affairs, with an amendment, on page 1, line 3, after the word
“Cole,” to insert “ Capt. Wi]liam R. Sayles,” so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, eter, That Rear Admiral Willlam C. Cole, Capt.
William R. Sayles, Capt. Yancey 8. Willlams, and Capt. Joseph K.
Taussig, all of the United States Navy, be, and they are hereby,
anthorized to accept from the Republic of Chile the Order of Merit,
first c¢lass, and that Lieut. Commander Marshall Collins, of the
United States Navy, be, and he is_hereby, authorized to accept
from the Republic of Chile the Order of Merit, second class. which
have been tendered to each of said officers, through the Department
of State, in appreciation of services rendered the sald Republic of
Chile,

The amendmenf was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended., and the
amendment was concurred in,

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

AMENDMENT OF ACT FOR RETIREMENT OF PUBLIC-SCHOOL TEACHERS
IN THE DISTRICT

The bill (H. R. 12266) to amend the act entitled “An act
for the retirement of public-school teachers in the District of
Columbia,” approved January 15, 1920, and for other pur-
poses, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
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The bill had been reported from the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia with an amendment. ;

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, what changes
in the present law does the bill make?

Mr. CAPPER., The Senator from Arkansas will find in the
committee report here a summary. The principal change in-
ereases the Distriet government's contribution to the annuity
fund from $10 for each year of the teacher's service, no matter
how long continued, to $15 per year of service, but not ex-
ceeding 40 years. The teacher, however, will cgntnbute
throughout his service without any 40-year hmitatmr-:. this
applying only to the Distriet government's participation. I
call the attention of the Senator to the following statement
on page 4 of the committee report:

By way of comparison showing the essential justice of the proposed
changes, attention is directed to the fact that under existing law
policemen and firemen of the Distriet of Columbia have the benefit
of a reticement law permitting them to retire after 25 years of service
at the age of 53, if physically unfit, on an annuity reaching $1,050
per annum, This amount is what the proposed teachers’ retirement
bill will allow teachers in the publie schools after 30 years of service.
The teachers, however, will contribute up to 8 per cent of their sala-
ries, or a maximum of $160 per year, while the policemen and firemen
contribute 214 per cent, or $32.50 a year. The District of Columbia
contributes approximately 80 per cent of the police and firemen's
retirement fund, the men themselves but 20 per cent; while the teach-
ers will contribute, as stated, approximately 57 per cent of thelr re-
tirement fund.

Those are the important changes in this bill. It has the ap-
proval of the District Commissioners, of the Board of Educa-
tion, of the United States Bureau of Efficiency, of the Bureau
of the Budget, of the aunditor of the District; and of every one
who is at all interested. It has had the most thorough con-
sideration. The bill passed the House without the slightest
objection, and has a unanimous report from the Senate Com-
mitfee on the Distriet of Columbia. :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the com-
mittee will be stated.

The amendment was, on page 12, line 10, to change the num-
ber of the section from “20" to “2.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the
amendment was concurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to
be read a third time. e

The bill was read the third time and passed.

PASSAIC VALLEY SEWERAGE COMMISSION

The resglution (8. Res. 233) referring to the Court of Claims
the bill (8, 3366) for the relief of the Passaic Valley Sewerage
Commission was considered by the Senate and agreed to, as
follows:

Resolved, That the bill entitled “A bill (8. 3366) for the rellef of
the Passaiec Valley S8ewerage Commissioners,” now pending in the Sen-
ate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same s
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions
of an act entitled “An aet to codify, revise, and amend the laws relat-
ing to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911 ; and the said court shall
proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act
and report to the Senate in accordance therewith.

SBHERMAN MILES

The bill (H. R. 9775) for the relief of Sherman Miles was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.
- The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

HOMER H. HACKER

The bill (8. 3462) for the relief of Homer H. Hacker was
considered as in Committee of the ‘Whole and was read, as
follows :

Be it enaeted, etc,, That the Becretary of the Treasury is authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, to Homer H. Hacker, of Dallas, Tex., the sum of $100 as
reimbursement for loss sustained by him as remitter of post-office money
order No, 487, In the amount of $100, issued on July 21, 1919, at Bilt-
more, N, C., and drawn on the postmaster at Dallas, Tex., which money
order was not received by the payee designated therein, and payment
of which ean not be traced by reasom of the fact that the records per-
taining thereto have been destroyed pursuant to law,

The bill was reported fo the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.
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The bill (8. 3471) for the relief of Philip T. Coffey was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the President of the United States _be, and
he is hereby, authorized to summon Philip T. Coffey, late captain in
the Corps of Engineers of the Regular Army of the United States, be-
fore a retiring board for the purpose of a hearing of his case and to
inquire into and determine all the facts touching on the nature of
his disabilities and to find and report the disabilities which in its
jndgment has produced his incapacity and whether his disabilities
are an incident of service; that upon the findings of such a board the
President is further authorized, in his discretion, either to confirm the
order by which the said Philip T. Coffey was discharged, or, in his
discretion, to nominate and appoint, by and with the adviee and con-
sent of the Senate, the said Philip T. Coffey, a captain in the Corps
of Engineers and place him immediately thereafter upon the retired
list of the Army, with the same privileges and retired pay as are now
or may hereafter be provided by law or regulation for the officers of
the Regular Army: Provided, That the said Philip T. Coffey shall not
be entitled to any back pay or allowances by the passage of this act.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed,

WASHINGTON MARKET CO.

The bill (H. R. 12172) permitting the Washington Market
Co. to lay a conduit across Twelfth Street, SW., was considered
as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

AMENDMENT OF ACT FOR REMOVAL OF AQUEDUOT BRIDGE, ETC.

The bill (H. R. 7380) to amend section 5 of the act entitled
“An act to provide for the removal of what is now known as
the Aqueduct Bridge, across the Potomac River, and for the
building of a bridge in place thereof,” approved May 18, 1916,
and section 12 of the act entitled “An act to provide for elimi-
nating certain grade crossings, ete,” approved February 12,
1901, as amended, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered o a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JOHN H. BARRETT AND ADA H, BARRETT

The bill (H. R. 615) for the relief of John H. Barrett and
Ada H. Barrett was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JAMES H. GRAHAM

The bill (H. R. 3691) for the relief of the estate of James H.
Graham was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

J. WALTER PAYNE

The bill (H. R. 4117) for the relief of J. Walter Payne was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

MORAN TOWING & TRANSPORTATION CO.

The bill (H. R. 4580) for the relief of the Moran Towing
%zv él‘liansportation Co. was considered as in Committee of the

ole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JOHN G. BESSIONS

The bill (8. 1424) for the relief of John G. Sessions was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims
with an amendment, on page 1, line 6, after the words “ sum
of," to strike out * $12,519.46 " and insert “ $7,977.77,” =0 as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury of
the United States not otherwise appropriated, to John (. Sessions,
the sum of $7,077.77, to reimburse said Sessions for losses incarred by
him in performance of work contracted to be done in construction of a
levee on the Mississippi River, In Issagquena County, State of Missis-
sippl, known as the Ellesly enlargement, on which work was per-
formed in 1917 and 1018, and said sum is hereby appropriated.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed. :

MRS8. G. A. GUENTHER

The bill (H. R. 7943) for the relief of Mrs. G. A, Guenther,
mother of the late Gordon Guenther, ensign United States
Naval Reserve, was considered as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I should like to ask a question |
about House Bill 7943, Order of Business 976, which was just |
passed. Will the Senator from Delaware [Mr, Bavarp] ex- |
plain to me what the bill does, and what is the “ United States
Naval Air Corps"?

Mr. BAYARD. If the Senator will read the report, he
will find that the department refers to that matter. Ensign
Guenther was in the regular line of his service. I do not
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know what particular branech of the service it is.

Mr. HALE. Would the Senator object to reconsidering the
action whereby that bill was passed? I should like to have |
it go over until T can investigate it.

Mr. BAYARD. Except that I was asked to press the bill
If the Senator will let me read the report for a moment, that |
will answer the guestion:

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the Dbill |
(IH. R. 8907) for the rellef of Mrs. G. A. Guenther, mother of the
late Gordon Guenther, ensign, "United States Naval Air Corps, having |
considered the same, report thereon with a recommendation that it
do pass with the following amendment:

Line 7, strike out the flzures * $10,000" and insert *.5,000."

The facts upon which this claim iz based are briefly stated as follows:

Ensign Gordon Guenther enlisted in the United States X"-val Reserve
Force July 25, 1918, class 4-5, and was discharged as ensign, Naval
Reserve Foree, Bureau of Navigation, July 24, 1922, on the termina-
tion of his four-year enlistment. He reenlisted, April 12, 1923, as
an ensign in class 6, for four years. ;

Beyvond that I am very frank to say to the Senator that I
know nothing about the classification except that it appears
from the rather voluminouns report that he was regularly in
the service.

Mr. HALE. He may have been in the service, but he could
not be in the service of the United States Naval Air Corps.
He is an ensign in the Navy. The wording of the bill is wrong.

Mr. BAYARD. I will say to the Senator frankly that I
really do not know about that.

Mr. HALE. I think it would be well to reconsider the action
by which the bill was passed.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, this is a case that was
taken up by the Red Cross while I was in Missouri. The
amount has been cut down from $10,000 to $5,000. There is no
question of the identity of the person to be benefited by the bill

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to make to the purpose of
the bill. I simply object to the designation of the officer. There
is no such thing as an “ensign in the United States Naval Air
Force.”

Mr. MEANS. Mr. President, let us propose an amendment
to correct the designation. I agree with the Senator from
Maine that the correct designation would be “ United States
Naval Reserve Force.” That is the correct term to apply.

AMr. HALE. That is entirely correct.

Mr. MEANS. I suggest, if it is proper at this time, that the
language be corrected, so that the official Cdesignation, instead
of being “ United States Naval Air Force,” should be “ United
States Naval Reserve Force” That would give the correct
naval designation to the officer.

Mr, HALE. It should be “ United States Naval Reserve.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine
desire to have the vote reconsidered by which the bill was
passed?

Mr. HALE. I do.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
reconsideration of the vote? The Chair hears none, and the
vote is reconsidered.

The Senator from Colorado offers an amendment, which the
clerk will state,

The Cuigr CrLErg. On page 1, line 7, strike out the words
“Air Corps” and insert the word “ Reserve,” so that it will
read * United States Naval Reserve.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was conenrred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.
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The title was amended so as to read: “An act for the relief
of Mrs, G. A. Guenther, mother of the late Gordon Guenther,
ensign, United States Naval Heserve.”

J. M. HOLLADAY

The bill (H. R. 1828) for the relief of J. M., Holladay was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. :

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

AMENDMENT OF FARM LOAN ACT

The bill (H. R. 9269) to amend paragraph 2 of section T of
the farm loan act was announced as next in order.

Mr. WALSH. Let that go over.

Mr. McLEAN. Did the Senator object to the consideration
of the bill at this time?

Mr. WALSH. Yes.

Mr, McLEAN. I hope I may be pardoned for explaining the
bill in one sentence, becaunse if the Senator objects to the snb-
stance of the bill I want to give notice that I shall move to take
it up at the earliest opportunity.

Senators who are familiar with the operations of the Fed-
eral farm loan associations know that the secretary-treasurer
is a very important officer. He has charge of the funds and

| securities of the association. He collects the interest, and

makes stated reports. He is appointed now by the directors
of the local associations, and in many instances which have
been brought to my attention, he has proven to be an inefficient
official. The bill, which has been passed by the House, pro-

| vides that in the future these officers shall be selected by the

associations, but they shall be appointed only with the approval
of the land banks. I think it is a very important amendment.
It is one urged by the banks and by the Federal Farm Loanw
Board. Of course, if the Senator objects, it can not be consid-
ered now, but I think it ought to be acted upon.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, my predilections are against
this bill. This is the first time it has been brought to my
attention, and I want to submit it to the farm loan association
in my State, as well as to the directors of the bank for our
distriet.

It is quite in line, in my view, with the policy of elimi-
nating, as far as possible; the cooperative feature from this
farm-loan system. The Federal Land Board now really ap-
points the members of the board of directors of the bank.
The power of the association to choose the directors is prac-
tically nullified by acts of the Congress; that is, the majority
of the board is controllgd by the Federal Land Board, so that
the associations do .not control the banks. The Federal Land
Board controls the banks, and now it is proposed that the
banks shall control the secretary-treasurer.

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, I think the Senator is mistaken
about the control of the directors. There are seven, and four
of them are controlled by the association now. But if the bill
is opposed by the Senator, it is not worth while to prolong the
discussion. I merely want to give notice that I will feel it
my duty to move to take this bill up at a very early date.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the situation in a great many
of the States is this, that the secretary-treasurer of the local
association is appointed by the association, The banks find that
a great many of these persons so selected in a more or less
informal way and without giving much attention or thought to
it by the local board are representing institutions which lend
money in competition with the land banks, and there are a
number of counties in our State under the operation of the
farm-land bank at St. Louis, where we find that the secretary-
treasurer is making no reports and is transacting no business

with the bank, and the bank is not giving to the loecal associa--

tions, the farmers, who would otherwise get the money, the
attention which they desire and the benefits of the act.

Mr. MAYFIELD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. WILLIAMS. T yield.

Mr. MAYFIELD. In other words, they are transferring these
loans to joint-stock companies?

Mr. WILLIAMS. No: they are transferring them to the
private-loan companies?

Mr. MAYFIELD. They are also transferring them fo joint-
stock companies that get a commission.

Mr. WILLIAMS. They might be giving them to the joint-
stock land banks in some cases.

Mr., MAYFIELD. 1 understand that the joint-stock banks
offer a commission of 2 per cent.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I think I ought to say, in
connection with the remarks of the Senator f »m I issouri
[Mr, Wittiams], that a representation was made to me to-day
by a member of the Federal Farm Loan Board that there are
only a few instances in which the difficu’ties to which the
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Senator from Missourl has referred appear; that there are, I
think he said, some five or six cases which have come to the
attention of the Federal Farm Loan Board where the secretary-
treasurer of the association has been receiving fees for nego-
tiating loans from other companies than the Federal land bank;
and it is to protect the bank against that class of imposition
that the bill is directed. But there are very few cases in
which that has occurred, according to the statement made to me
to-day by & member of the Federal Farm Loan Board.

The joint-stock land banks, as far as my information goes,
do not pay the high commission referred to by the Senator
from Texas, except in the case of one or two banks in the State
of Texas. They are permitted, under the law, to pay a com-
mission, but their business can hardly be profitable when they
pay a commission as high as 2 per cent. But it is true that in
the State of Texas competition is so keen that some of the
banks in that State have paid as high as 2 per cent, according
to my recollection.

Mr, MAYFIELD. That is my information.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. But I have no information
that they have paid it to secretary-treasurers of farm-loan
associations.

Mr. MAYFIELD. My information comes from the president
of the Federal reserve lank bank that they have paid it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair nnderstand the
objection of the Senator from Montana to be withdrawn?

Mr. WALSH. It is not withdrawn.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objection is made, and the
bill will be passed over.

POTEAU RIVERE DAM, ARK.

The bill (8. 2164) to permit the city of Fort Smith, Sebas-
tian County, Ark., to erect, or cause to be erected, a dam across
the Poteau River was considered as in Committee of the
Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce
with amendments, in line 3, page 1, after the word * that,”
insert the following: *“the consent of Congress is hereby
granted to”; page 2, line 2, after the word “Arkansas,” strike
out the words *is hereby granted permission to erect or cause
to be erected” and insert in lieu thereof the following: * to
construct, maintain, and operate”; on page 2, line 4, after the

word “ River,” insert a comma am:l the Iollowing. “at a point
suitable to the interésts of navigation”; on page 2, line T,
insert the following after the word * Creek ”:

Provided, That the crest of such dam shall not exceed an elevation
of 6 feet above the low-water stage of the Poteau River, and that the
city of Fort Smith shall be responsible and pay for all damage which
may accrue to the Choetaw and Chickasaw Indians as a result of the
construction of the dam or the use by the eity of Fort Smith of the
Poteau River for water-supply purposes: Provided further, That the
work shall not be commenced until the plans therefor have been sub-
mitted to and approved by the Chief of Engineers, United States
Army, and by the Seecretary of War: Provided further, That in ap-
proving the plans for sald dam such conditions and stipulations may
be imposed as the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War may
deem necessary to protect the present and future interests of the
United Btates, which may include the condition that the said city shaill
construct, maintain, and operate, without expense to the United States
in connection with pald dam, a lock, boony, slulce, or any other struc-
ture or structures which the Becretary of War and the Chief of En-
gineers or Congress at any time may deem necessary in the interests
of navigation, in accordance with such plans as they may approve:
And provided further, That this act shall not be construed to authorize
the use of such dam to develop water power or generate hydroelectric
energy.

SEc. 2. That the authority granted by this act shall cease and be
null and void unless the actual construction of the dam hereby author-
jzed is commenced within one year and completed within three years
from the date of approval of this act: Provided, That from and after
30 days’ notice from the Federal Power Commission, or other anthorized
agency of the United States, to said city or thelr snecessors that
degirable water power development will be interfered with by the
existence of said dam, the authority hereby granted to construct, main-
taln, and operate sald dam shall terminate and be at an end; and
any grantee or licensee of the United States proposing to develop a
power project at or near said dam shall have anthority to remove, sub-
merge, or ufilize sald dam under such conditions as sald commission
or other agency may determine, but such conditions shall not inelude
compensation for the removal, submergence, or utilization of said dam,

In line 22, page 8, after the word “Sec,” strike out the

figure “ 2" and substitute in lien thereof the figure “ 3,” go as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the consent of Congress is hereby granted
to the city of Fort Bmith, a duly Incorporated ecity, of Bebastian
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County, Ark, to construct, maintain, and operate a dam across the'
Poteau Rlver, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or
near a point just west of the State line dividing the States of Arkansas
and Oklahoma, and near or just above the mouth of Mill Creek: Pro-
vided, That the crest of such dam shall not exeeed an elevation of
6 feet above the low-water stage of the Poteau River and that the clty
of Fort S8mith ghall be responsible and pay for all damage which may
accrue to the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indlans as a result of the con-
struction of the dam or the use by the city of Fort Smith of the
Poteau River for water-supply purposes: Provided further, That the
work shall not be commenced until the plans therefor have been sub-
mitted to and approved by the Chief of Engineers, United States Army,
and by the Secretary of War: Provided further, That in approving the
plans for sald dam such conditions and stipulations may be imposed
as the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War may deem neces-
sary to protect the present and future interests of the United States,
which may include the condition that the said city shall comstruct,
maintain, and operate, without expense to the United Btates in con-
nection with said dam, a lock, boom, sluice, or any other structure
or structures which the Becretary of War and the Chief of Engineers
or Congress at any fime may deem necessary In the interests of navi-
gation, in accordance with such plans as they may approve: Adnd pro-
vided further, That this act shall not be construed to authorize the use
of such dam to develop water power or generate hydroelectric energy.

Sgc. 2. That the authority granted by this act shali cease and be
null and void unless the actnal construction of the dam Lereby author-
ized is commenced within one year and completed within three years
from the date of approval of this act: Provided, That from and after
30 days' notlce from the Federal Power Commission, or other author-
ized agency of the United Btates, to said c¢ity or their successors, that
desirable water-power development will be interfered with by the ex-
istence of said dam, the authority hereby granted to comstruect, main-
tain, and operate said dam shall terminate and be at an end; and any
grantee or licensee of the United States proposing to develop a power
project at or near said dam shall have authority to remove, submerge,
or utilize said dam under guch conditions as sald eommission or other
agency may determine, but such conditions shall not include compen-
sation for the removal, submergence, or utilization of said dam.

Sgc. 3. That the right Is hereby reserved to alter, amend, or repeal
this act.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting the
consent ' of Congress to the city of Fort Smith, Sebastian
County, Ark., to construet, mnlntaiu, and operate a dam across
the Poteau River.”

HARVARD STREET, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The bill (H. R. 11118) to authorize the widening of Harvard
Street in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed

RELIEF OF DEPENDENTS OF DECEASED SOLDIERS

The bill (8. 863) providing that the act approved December
17, 1919, entitled “An act to provide for the payment of six
months’ pay to the widow, children, or other designated de-
pendent relatives of any officer or enlisted man of the Regular
Army whose death results from wounds or disease not the
result of his own misconduet,” shall be executed and adminis-
tered as though it had been passed and approved October 6,
1917, was considered as in Committee of the Whole,

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President. I do not object to this bill,
but I think there ought to be some explanation of it. I think
it is a most unusual form, providing that an act that was
approved December 17, 1919, shall be executed and adminis-
tered as though it had been passed and approved October 6,
1917.

Mr. WALSH. The explanation is very simple, and is stated
fully in the report.

Mr. WILLIS. I have been reading the report, and I have
not yet reached the elucidating information.

AMr. WALSH. Prior to October 6, 1917, the widow of any
officer of the United States Army was granted six months’ pay

upon his death. At that date was passed the insurance act, and
it was believed that the insurance act repealed that provisien
of the preexisting law, which had been in force, my recollec-
tion serves me now, from 1909 on. In December, 1919, how-
ever, it was mnceived that if it had been repealed, it was im-
properly repealed, and the old law was restored. So that the
widows of officers of the United States Army who died during
the period of a little more than two years, between October 6,
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1917, and December 17, 1919, did not get the six months’ pay.
Those who were widowed prior o that time came under the law.
Those who were widowed after that time received the benefit
of the law, but there was a hiatus, and it was intended that the
latter act should take effect as of the former date.

Mr. WILLIS. I do not object.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That hereafter the act approved December 17,
1919, entitled “An act to provide for the payment of silx months' pay
to the widow, children, or other designated dependent relatives of any
officer or enlisted man of the Regular Army whose death resulted from
wounds or disease not the result of his own misconduct,” shall be
executed and administered as though it had been passed and approved
October 6, 1917.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

ERECTION OF MONUMENT IN FRANCE

The bill (H. R. 9694) authorizing the erection of a monu-
ment in France to commemorate the valiant services of certain
American Infantry regiments attached to the French Army
was announced as next in order.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under objection the bill will
be passed over.

DIAMOND LAKE, OREG.

The bill (8. 3099) to cede certain lands in the State of
Oregon, Including Diamond Lake, to the State of Oregon for
fish cultural purposes, and for other purposes, was announced
as next in order.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I would like to have an
explanation of the bill.

Mr. STANFIELD. As the title of the bill indicates, it relates
to Diamond Lake in the State of Oregon. It is proposed that
the lake shall be ceded to the State of Oregon for the purpose
of fish enlture. It is an egg-taking lake and is being used by
the State of Oregon for the production of rainbow trout eggs.
In order that it may be given to the State’s permanent control,
the bill has been introduced ceding the right to the State for
that purpose. i

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, may I inquire of the
Senator from Oregon the extent of the lake?

Mr. STANFIELD. About 9,000 acres.

Mr. TRAMMELL. I dislike very much to object to the bill.
I asked for a contribution for park purposes in a growing and
developing section of Florida of an 80-acre tract, which has
been used for a reservation in connection with the Coast Guard
Service, and I have only been able to get a recommendation
for 5 acres out of that 80 acres to be donated for park pur-
poses. Now it is proposed to give away a lake of 9,000 acres,
That represents considerable value. I do not think we should
make this contribution unless we are going to be fair and
generous toward other localities.

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will
not object.

Mr. MAYFIELD. Mr. P’resident, am I to understand the
Senator from Florida to say that he is offering 9,000 acres to
the Government?

Mr. TRAMMELL., Oh, no. The bill provides for the con-
tribution of a lake covering 9,000 acres in Oregon,

Mr, STANFIELD. For fish-cultural purposes,

Mr. MAYFIELD. I understood the Senator to say he was
offering 9,000 acres to the Government. I could not nnderstand
why the Government would not accept 9,000 acres of land in
Florida.

Mr. TRAMMELL. The Government, of course, is getting all
the value it can in Florida. It is selllng at very high prices
every piece of property it has there and is taking advantage of
the prosperity which exists in my State to get the very best
prices possible, and yet Representatives of the Government
apparently have no spirit of public enterprise whatever in
dealing with my State. In my State every private citizen
assists in public enterprises. A citizen or group of citizens who
own a large acreage of land In a particular county or locality
gladly contribute toward park development and toward publie
improvements; yet the Government wants to give Florida
nothing. They sell every acre and every inch of land they own
in Florida and yet will make no donation of any character to
the State,

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I object to the bill because
the Secretary of Agriculture does not approve it.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the
bill will be passed over.

COLLECTION DISTRICTS ON THE GREAT LAKES

The bill (8. 4171) to create a sixth great distriet to include
all the collection districts on the Great Lakes, their connecting
and tributary waters, as far east as the Raguette River, N. Y.,
was considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as
follows :

Be it enacted, ete., That there ig hereby created, in addition to the
five great districts provided by section 4348 of the Revised Statutes as
amended by the act of May 12, 1008, a sixth great district to include
all the collection districts on the Great Lakes, thelr connecting and
tributary waters, as far east as the Raquette River, N. Y.

SEc. 2, Enrolled and licensed vessels operating in the great district
hereln created shall be subject to all of the requirements of licensed
and enrolled and licensed vessels Imposed by sections 4349, 4350, 43561,
and 4352 of the Hevised Statutes and amendments and laws supple-
mentary thereto.

Sec. 3. Bections 3116 and 3117 of the Revised Statutes are hereby
repealed.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

RELIEF OF DEPENDENTS OF DECEASED SOLDIERS

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, Order of Business 981, Sen-
ate bill 863, was passed Just a few moments ago. I desire to
enter a motion to reconsider the votes by which the bill was
ordered to a third reading and passed, with a view to offering
an amendment to it

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question Is on agreeing
to the motion of the Senator from Virginia.

The motion to reconsider was agreed to.

Mr. SWANSON. The measure as it now reads will apply
only to the Army, granting a gratuity of six months' pay to the
widow, children, or other designated dependent relatives of any
officer or enlisted man of the Regular Army. Men of the Army
and Navy ought to be treated precisely alike in this matter.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator will note that the
bill applies to the regular officers of the Army, and not to the
other officers.

Mr. SWANSON. It ought to apply to the regular officers of
both the Army and the Navy.

Mr. HALE. I trust the Senator will include the words * regn-
lar officers ” in his amendment.

Mr., SWANSON. I want to amend it so it will apply to the
Navy as it does to the Army. I do not see why the widow or
other dependent of a regular officer in the Army should get this
gratuity and not have it apply to the Navy.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I am not sure that the general
act in force under which this gratuity was paid was applicable
to the officers of the Navy.

Mr. SWANSON. It was applicable to the regular officers of
:helgavy. The bill ought not to pass without such a provision
n

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia
will state the amendment he desires to propose.

Mr. SWANSON. On page 1, line 6, after the words * Regular
Army,” I move to insert the words * or Navy.”

Ths PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment be
stated.

The Carer CLerk. On page 1, line 8, after the words “ Regu-
lar Army,” insert the words * or Navy,” so as to read “ enlisted
men of the Regular Army or Navy.”

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator
from New York [Mr. WansworTH] what the estimate is that
this would cost so far as the Army is concerned?

Mr. WADSWORTH. My recollection of the estimate made
by the Secretary of War is something over $900,000.

Mr. HALE. That is for the Army. I would like to ask the
Benator from Virginia what it will cost for the Navy?

Mr. SWANSON. I do not think the deaths are as numerous
in the Navy as in the Army, because they were not in conflict
so much. I do not suppose it would be one-tenth of what it
would cost in the Army.

Mr., HALE. I shall not make any objection to the amend-
ment, but I really think we should consider it and find out
what it is going to cost. However, if we have such a provision
for the Army I think we should also have it for the Navy.
I shall make no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on the amend-
ment submitted by the Senator from Virginia.

The amendment was agreed to.

will




1926 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was coneurred in. r

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill providing that
the act approved December 17, 1919, entitled *An act to provide
for the payment of six months' pay to the widow, children, or
other designated dependent relatives of any officer or enlisted
man of the Regular Army or Navy whose death results from
wounds or disease not the result of his own misconduct,’ shall
be executed and administered as though it had been passed and
approved October 6, 1917.”

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaflee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the fol-
lowing bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate :

H. R.11060. An act to authorize the extension of the applica-
tion of the act entitled “An act to aunthorize the reservation of
public lands for county parks and community centers within
reclamation projects, and for other purposes,” approved October
5, 1914;

H. R.11329. An act for the relief of certain counties in the
States of Oregon and Washington within whose boundaries the
revested Oregon & California Railroad Co. grant lands are
located ; and 2 ;

"H. R.12066. An act to add certain public lands to the Wa-
shakie National Forest, Wyo.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed
his signature to the enrolled bill (8. 1059) for the relief of
R. Clyde Bennett, and it was thereupon signed by the Presiding
Officer (Mr. BingaAM) as Acting President pro tempore.

WASHAKIE NATIONAL FOREST, WYO.

The bill (8. 4227) to add certain public lands to the Washa-
kie National Forest, Wyo., was announced as next in order.

Mr. KENDRICE. Mr. President, House bill 12066 is identi-
cal with Senate bill 4227, just announced from the House, I
ask the Senate to substitute the House bill for the Senate bill.
The House bill came over from the House just a moment ago.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Wyoming? There being none, the
Chair lays before the Senate House bill 120066.

The bill (H. R. 12066) to add certain public lands to the
Washakie National Forest, Wyo., was read the first time by its
title and the second time at length, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the following-described public lands be, and
the same are hereby, added to and made a part of the Washakie Na-
tional Forest, Wyo., and are to be hereafter administered under the
laws and regulations relating to the national forests: Township 43
north, range 108 west, sixth principal meridian; west half section 5;
west half, west half northeast quarter, southeast quarter section 8;
all of section 17; all of section 20; west half, west half northeast
quarter, west half southeast quarter, northeast quarter southeast quar-
ter section 21; wnorth half northeast quarter, south half southeast
quarter section 24; north half northwest quarter, northwest quarter

. northeast quarter, northwest quarter southwest quarter section 28;
north half, north half southwest quarter, north half southeast quarter
section 29. Township 42 north, range 100 west, sixth principal
meridian; north half section 1; north half section 2. Township 43
north, range 1090 west, sixth principal meridian; south half, southeast
quarter northwest quarter section 335; northeast quarter northeast
quarter, mnorfheast quarter southeast guarter, south half goutheast
quarter, southwest quarter section 36: Provided, That the inclusion
of any of the aforesaid land in the Washakie National Forest shall not
‘affect adversely any valid application or entry pending at the date
of the approval of this act.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr, President, may I ask the able Senator
from Wyoming if the bill which just came over from the House
is identical with the Senate bill?

Mr. KENDRICK. That is my understanding.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection the request
of the Senator from Wyoming that House bill 12066 be substi-
tuted for Senate bill 4227 is granted. House bill 12066 is before
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. KENDRICK. I now move that Senate bill 4227 be
indefinitely postponed.

The motion was agreed to. 3

BARGE “ M'ILVAINE NO. 17

The bill (H. R. 10161) for the relief of the owners of the
barge Mcllvaine No. 1 was considered as in Committee of the
Whole, and was read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and in full settlement against
the Government, the sum of $5,343.20 to Ella M. Fay and John
F. Clinton, owners of the barge Mcllvaine No. 1, sunk by collision
with the United States submarine D-1, on November 11, 1918,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I move that the bill (8.
3975) for the relief of the owners of the barge Mecllvaine No. 1,
which is identical with the House bill just passed, be indefi-
nitely postponed.

The motion was agreed to.

MEMATOOSE ISLAND IN COLUMBIA RIVER

The bill (8. 4344) to provide for the permanent withdrawal
of Memaloose Island in the Columbia River for the use of the
Yakima Indians and Confederated Tribes as a burial ground
was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

SMALL TRACTS OF PUBLIC GRAZING LAND

The bill (8. 4043) to permit the sale of small or inaccessible
tracts of public grazing land was announced as next in order.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will the author of the bill
make an explanation of it?

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, this is a bill to grant au-
thority to the Secretary of the Interior to dispose of isolated
tracts of land in larger area than is provided under existing
law. The existing law limits his power to areas of 160 acres.
There are many small tractg of land that are left in the pub-
lic-land States now that are not worth the cost of the effort
to homestead, and in order that those lands may be appro-
priated and passed to the tax rolls it is necessary that broader
authority be granted to the Secretary of the Interior to dis-
pose of the lands. The bill provides that he may dispose of
the lands for not less than their appraised value, the sale to
be made at public auction.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have no objection.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, will the chairman of the
committee explain why it is that this privilege is restricted
to some owner who possesses land within 20 miles of the land
which it is proposed to sell? !

Mr. STANFIELD. The committee thought that a wise pro-
vision, in order that the land might be purchased by residents
of the locality where the areas lie. This applies to what is
commonly known as waste land. The lands would be of little
actual value and it is not the purpose or intent of the bill
that those lands might be bought for speculative purposes by
nonresidents. Therefore the provision was incorporated. '

Mr, TRAMMELL. The Senator does not eare to obtain new
settlers apparently. He wants to restrict the privilege to those
who are already there.

Mr. STANFIELD. If a person comes into the community as
a settler and abides there, then, of course, he becomes a
resident.

Mr, TRAMMELL. From a mere reading of the language of
the bill, without understanding the situation, T would infer that
the purpose and object of the bill was to give a monopoly

to the men who live in the community, in order that they may

buy the land at such prices as they see fif to offer.

Mr., STANFIELD. No; the purpose is to provide that in
order to be a bona fide purchaser under the fct he must become
a resident, just as provision is made under the homestead law.

Mr. TRAMMELL. It is proposed to so circumscribe the
purchaser that the land may be sold for little or nothing. That
is the object and purpose of the bill, as I infer from the restric-
tions which are made.

Mr. STANFIELD., I am sure the Senator from Oregon has
no desire that the bill shall become a law, if that is the inten-
tion of it.

Mr. TRAMMELL. T think the bill will have that effect.

Mr, OVERMAN. I ask the Senator from Oregon whether the
bill has been referred to the department and whether any report
has been made upon it?

Mr. STANFIELD. The bill has been so referred.

Mr, OVERMAN. The report does not show that the Interior
Department has made any statement in reference to the bill.

.
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Mr. STANFIELD. The bill was referred to the department,

Mr. OVERMAN. What did the department state about it?
There is nothing in the committee report to show what the
Secretary of the Interior or the secretary of any other depart-
ment has said about the bill.

Mr, STANFIELD. The bill went to the Secretary of the
Interior, and, of course, the only purpose is to grant him
authority. ;L

Mr. OVERMAN. But I say the Secretary of the Interior has
made no report on the bill. .

Mr. STANFIELD. It may be that the report of the depart-
ment is not embodied in the report of the committee, but I
am quite sure that such a report was made.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. OVERMAN. I think the bill bad better go over until
we can ascertain the opinion of the department in reference
to it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

CLAIMS OF CHEYENNE AND ARAPAHOE TRIBES

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill (8. 4223) to amend the act of June 3, 1920
(41 Stat. L. p. 738), so as to permit the Cheyenne and the
Arapahoe Tribes to file suit in the Court of Claims. It proposes
to extend the time within which suit or suits may be filed under
the terms of the act of Congress of June 3, 1920 (41 Stat. L. p.
738), for the term of two years from the date of the approval
of the act for the purpose only of permitting the Arapahoe and
Cheyenne Tribes of Indians residing in the States of Wyoming,
Montana, and Oklahoma to file a separate petition or suit in
the Court of Claims for the determination of any claim or
claims of said tribes of Indians to the whole or any part of the
subject matter of any pending suit or to file other suits here-
after under the terms of the act; but unless suit be brought
within the time herein stated all such claims shall be forever
barred.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

COMPENSATION TO LONGSHOREMEN AND THEIR DEPENDENTS

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
gider the bill (8. 3170) to provide compensation for employees
injured and dependents of employees killed in certain mari-
time employments, and providing for administration by the
United States Employees’ Compensation Commission, which
had been reporied from the Committee on the Judiciary with
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and
to insert:

8HORT TITLR

Secrioy 1. This act may be cited as *“ Longshoremen's and harbor
workers' compensation act.”

DEFINITIONS

Sec. 2. When usged in thls act—

(1) The term * person' means individual, partnership, corporation,
or association,

(2) The term * injury " means accidental injury arising out of and
in the course of employment, and such disease or infection as arises
out of such employment or as natuorally or unavoidably results from
such aecidental injury, and inclundes an injury caused by the willful
net of a third person dlrected agalnst an employee because of his
employment,

(3) The term *employee" does not include a master or seaman as
defined in section 4612 of the Revised Statutes, as amended.

i(4) The term *“employer'" means an employer any of whose em-
ployecs are employed in whole or in part upon the navigable waters
of the United States (including any dry dock), or on board a wessel
of the United States upon the high seas.

(5) The term “ carrier” means any person or fund authorized
under section 33 to insure under this act and includes self-insurers.

() The term * commission’ means the United States Employees’
Compensation Commission. ;

(7) The term “ deputy commissioner’™ means the deputy commis-
gioner having jurisdiction in respect of an injury or death.

(8) The term * State” [ncludes a Territory and the District of
Columbia.

(9) The term “ United States,” when used in a geographical sense,
means the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia,
inciuding the territorial waters thereof.

COVERAGE

Src. 8, (a) Compensation shall be payable under this act in re-
speet of disability or death of an employee, but only if the disability
or death resuits from an injury occurring upon the navigable waters
of the United States (including any dry dock) or occurring while
such employee was employed on board a vessel of the United States
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upon the high seas, and if recovery for the disability or death throngh
workmen's compensation proceedings may not validly be provided by
State law. No compensation shall be payable In respect of the dis-
ability or death of— .

{1) A master or seamen, as defined in section 4612 of the Revised
Statutes, as amended; or

(2) An officer or employee of the United States or of any State
or forelgn government, or of any political subdivision thereof ; or

(3) An employee of a common carrier by railroad engaged in inter-
state or forelgn commerce or in commerce within any Territory or
the District of Columbia, if the Injury from which the disability or
death results occurred while the employee was employed in such
commerce,

(b) No compensation shall be payable if the injury was occasioned
solely by the intoxication of the employee or by the willful intention
of the employee to injure or kill himself or another.

LIABILITY FOR COMPENSATION

Skc. 4. (a) Every employer shall be liable for and shall secure the
payment to his employees of the compensation payable under section
3. In the case of an employer who is a subcontractor, the contractor
shall be liable for and shall secure the payment of such compensation
to employees of the subcontractor unless the subcontractor has secured
such payment.

(b) Compensation shall be payable irrespective of fault as a cause
for the injury.

EXCLUSIVENESS OF LIABILITY

Sec. 5. The Habllfty of an employer prescribed in section 4 shall
be exclusive and in place of all other liabilfty of such employer to the
employee, his legal representative, husband or wife, parents, depend-
ents, next of kin, and anyone otherwise entitled to recover damages
from such employer at law or in admiralty on account of such injury
or death, except that if an employer fails to make payment of com-
pensation as required by this act, an injured employee, or his legal
representative in ease death results from the injury, may elect to
claim compensation under this act, or to maintain an action at law
or in admiralty for damages on account of such injury or death, In
such action the defendant may not plead as a defense that the injury
was caused by the negligence of a fellow servant, nor that the em-
ployee assumed the risk of his employment, nor that the injury was
due to the contributory negligence of the employee.

TIMB FOR COMMENCEMENT OF COMPENSATION

Sec. 6. No compensation shall be allowed for the first three days of
disability following any injury, but the benefits of paragraph (2) of
subdivision (a) of section 7 shall be available from the date of such
injury.

APPLICATION OF FEDERAL EMPLOYEES’ COMPENSATION ACT

Sec. 7. (a) Except as otherwise specifically provided by this act—

(1) The provisions of the act entitled “An act to provide compen-
sation for employees of the Unlted States suffering injuries while in
the performance of their dutles, and for other purposes,” approved
September 7, 1918, as now or hereafter amended or supplemented, in
respect of the amount and manner of payment of compensation, the
persons entitled to compensation, penalties in respect of the payment
and acceptance of compensation, and fees, disagreements, and traveling
and other expenses in respect of physical examinations, shall be ap-
plicable in respect of disability or death resulting from injuries for
which compensation may be had under this act.

(2) Every employer shall (in addition to the compensation pro-
vided by this act) be liable for and shall provide, in accordance with
the provisions of such act of September 7, 1916, as now or hereafter
amended or supplemented, in the case of disability of an employee,
medical, surgical, hospital services and supplies, and physical examina-
tions, and, in the case of death of an employee, burial expenses.

(b) The provisions of such act of September 7, 1916, mnde applicable
by this section, shall be administered by the deputy commissioners
under regulations prescribed by the commission.

FAILURE TO FURNISH MEDICAL SERVICES AND SUPPLIES

Sec. 8. If the employer fails to furnish services and supplies as re-
quired by this act, (1) the deputy commissioner may order such serv-
ices and supplies furnished to the injured employee at the expense of
the employer; or (2) an injured employee may provide such serviees
and supplies for himself at the expense of the employer if the person
giving such services and supples furnishes to the employer and to the
deputy commissioner within 20 days after such services heve com-
menced a report of the injury on a form prescribed by the commission.

DETERMINATION OF PAY

Bec. 9. (a) The provisions of such act of September 7, 19186, in
respect of computing monthly pay and determining wage-carning
capacity shall be applicable in the determination of the monthly pay
of the employee.

(b) The average monthly pay of the employee at the time of the
injury shall be taken as the basis upon which to compute compensa-
tion and shall be determined as follows:
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(1) It durlpg substantially the entire year immediately preceding
bis injury the employee has worked in the employment in which he
was working at the time of his injury, his average annual earnings
ghall be 300 times his average daily pay in such employment during
the days in such year when he was so employed.

(2) If during substantially the entire year immediately preceding
his injury the employee has not woirked in such employment, his
average annual earnings shall be 300 times the average daily pay of
an employee of the same class working substantially such entire year in
the same or similar employment in the same or a neighboring locality.

(3) If the methods provided in paragraph (1) and (2) of this
subdivision are inapplicable in any case, the average annual earnings
of the Injured employee shall be such sum as, having regard to pre-
vious earnings of the injured employee and other employees of the
same or most similar class, working in the same or most similar em-
ployment in the same or a neighboring loeality, reasonably represents
the annual earning capaclty of the injured employee in the employment
in which he was working at the time of injury.

(e) The average monthly pay of an employee shall be one-twelfth
of his average aunupal earnings,

INJURY INCREASING DISABILITY

Sec. 10. If an employee receives an injury which of ftself would
result only in partial disability but which when combined with an
existing disability either results in total disability or increases the
degree of partial disability, the employer shall provide compensation
only for such part of the disability as the deputy commissioner deter-
mines resulted from such injury, and compensation for the remainder of
the disability as determined by the deputy commissioner shall be paid
from the fund established in section 45.

GUARDIAN FOR MINOR OB INCOMPETENT

8gc. 11, The deputy commissioner may require the appointment,
for any person who is mentally Incompetent or & minor, of a guardian
or other representative to receive compensation payable to such person
under this act and to exercise the powers granted to or to perform
the duties required of such person under this act. In the absence of
such a requirement by the deputy commissioner the appointment of a
guardian or other representative for such purpose shall be unnecessary.

NOTICE OF INJURY OR DEATH

Sec. 12, (a) Notice of an injury or death in respect of which com-
p-nsation s payable under this act shall be given within 30 days after
the date of such Injury or death (1) to the deputy commissioner in
the compensation distriet in which such injury occurred and (2) to
the employer.

(b) Such notice shall he in writing, shall contain the name and
address of the employee and a statement of the time, place, nature, and
cause of the Injury or death, and shall be gigned by the employee or
by some person on his behalf, or in case of death, by any person claim-
ing to be entitled to compensation for such death or by a person on his
bebhalf,

(c) Notice shall be glven to the deputy commissioner by delivering
it to bim or sending it by mail addressed to his office, and to the
employer by dellvering it to him or by sending it by mail addressed
to him at his last known place of business. If the employer is a
partnership, such notice may be given to any partner, or If a corpora-
tion, such notice may be given to any agent or officer thereof upon
whom legal process may be served or who is in charge of the business
in the place where the injury occurred.

(d) Failure to give such notice shall not bar any clalm under this
act (1) if the employer (or his agent in charge of the business In the
place where the injury occurred) or the carrier had knowledge of the
injury or death and the deputy commissioner determines that the em-
ployer or carrier has not been prejudiced by fallure to glve such notice,
or (2) if' the deputy commissioner excuses such failure on the ground
that for some satisfactory reason such notice could not be given; nor
unless objection to such failure is raised before the deputy commis-
sioner at the first hearing of a claim for compensation in respect of
such injury or death.

TIME FOR FILING OF CLAIMS

SEC. 13. (a) The right to compensation for disability under this act
shall be barred unless a claim therefor is filed within one year after
the injury, and the right to compensation for death shall be barred
unless a claim therefor is filed within one year after the death, except
that If payment of compensation has been made without an award
on aceount of such injury or death a claim may be' filed within one
year after the date of the last payment, Such claim ghall be filed
with the deputy commissioner in the compensation district in which
such injury or such death occurred.

(b) Notwithstanding the provisions of subdivision (a) failure to
file a claim within the period prescribed in such subdivision shall mot
be a bar to such right unless objection to such failure is made at the
first hearing of such clalm in which all parties In interest are given
reasonable notice and opportunity to be heard.
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(e) If a person who is entitled t» compensation under this act is
mentally incompetent or a minor, the provisions of subdivision (a)
shall not be applicable so long as such person has no guardian or other
authorized representative, but shall be applicable in the case of a
person who is mentally incompetent or & minor from the date of ap-
pointment of such guardian or other representative, or in the case of
a4 mioor, if no guardian is appointed before he becomes of age, from
the date he becomes of age.

(d) Where recovery is denied to any person, In a suit brought at
law or in admiralty to recover damages In respect of infury or death,
on the ground that such person was amr employee and that the defendant
was an employer within the meaning of this act and that such em-
ployer had secured compensation to such employee under this act, the
limitation of time preseribed in subdivision (a) shall begin to run
only from the date of termination of such suit,

PAYMENT OF COMPENSATION

Sec. 14. (a) Compensation under this act shall be paid perlodically,
promptly, and directly to the person entitled thereto, without an
award, except where liability to pay compensation is controverted by
the employer.

(b) The first installment of compensation shall become due on the
fourteenth day after the employer has knowledge of the injury or death, on
which date all compensation then due shall be pnid. Thereafter com-
pensation shall be paid in Installments, semimonthly, except where the
deputy commissioner determines that payment in installments should
be made monthly or at some other period.

(¢) Upon making the first payment, and upon suspension of pay-
ment for any cause the employer shall immediately notify the deputy
commissioner, in accordance with a form preseribed by the commission,
that payment of compensation has begun or has been suspended, as the
case may be.

(d) If the employer controverts the right to compensation, he shall
file with the deputy commissioner on or before the fourteenth day after
he has knowledge of the alleged injury or death, a notice, in pecordance
with a form preseribed by the commission, stating that the right to
compensation is controverted, the name of the claimant, the name of
the employer, the date of the alleged injury or death, and the grounds
upon which the right to compensation is controverted,

(e) If any installment of compensation payable without an award
is not paid within 14 days after It becomes due, as provided in sub-
division (b) of this section, there shall be added to such unpaid in-
stallment an amount equal to 10 per cent thereof, which shall be paid
at the same time as but in addition to such installment, unless notice
is filed under subdivision (d) of this seetion, or unless smeh nonpay-
ment is excused by the deputy commissioner after a showing by the
employer that owing to conditions over which he had no control such
installment could not be paid- within the period prescribed for the
payment.

(f) If any compensation, payable under the terms of an award, is
not pald within 10 days after it becomes due, there shall be added to
such unpaid compensation an amount equal to 20 per cent thereof,
which shall be paid at the same time as but in addition to such com-
pensation, unless review of the compensation order making such award
is had as provided in section 21,

(g) Within 16 days after final payment of compensation has been
made, the employer shall send to the deputy commissioner a notice In~
accordance with a form prescribed by the commission, stating that such
final payment has been made, the total amount of compensation paid,
the name of the employee and of any other person to whom compensa-
tion has been paid, the date of the Injury or death, and ths date to
which compensation has been pald. If the cmployer fails to so notify
the deputy commissioner within such time the commission shall assess
against such employer a civil penalty in the amount of $100.

(h) The deputy commissioner (1) may upon his own initiative at
any time in A case In which payments are being made without an
award, and (2) shall in any case where right to compensation is
controverted, or where payments of compensation have been stopped or
suspended, upon receipt of notice from any person entitled to compen-
sation, or from the employer, that the right to compensation ls contro-
verted, or that payments of compensation have been stopped or sus-
pended, make such investigations, cause such medical examinations to
be made, or hold such hearings, and take such further action as he con-
siders will properly protect the rights of all parties,

(1) Whenever the deputy commissioner deems it advisable he may
require any employer to make a deposit with the Treasurer of the
United States to secure the prompt and convenient payment of such
compensation, and payments therefrom upon any awards shall be made
upon order of the deputy commissioner.

(}) Whenever the deputy commissioner determines that it is for the
best interests of a person entitled to compensation, the liability of the
employer for such compensation may be discharged by the payment of
R lump sum equal to the present value of all future payments of com-
pensation computed at 4 per cent true dizcount compounded annually.
The probability of the death of the injured employee or other person
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entitled to compensation before the expiration of the peried during
which he is entitled to compensation shall be determined in accordance
with the American Experience Table of Mortality. The probability of
the happening of any other eontingency affecting the amount or dura-
tion of the compensation shall be disregarded.

(k) If the employer has made advance payments of compensation he
ghall be entitled to be reimbursed out of any unpald installment or
installments of compensation due.

(1) An injured employee, or in case of death his dependents or per-
sonal representative, shall give receipts for payment of compensation to
the employer paying the same, and such employer shall produce the
game for inspection by the deputy commissloner whenever required.

INVALID AGREEMENTS

8£c.15. (a) No agreement by an employee to pay any portion of
premium paid by his employer to a carrier or to contribute to a benefit
fund or department maintained by such employer for the purpose of
providing compensation as required by this act shall be valid, and any
employer who makes a deduction for such purpose from the pay of any
employee entitled to the benefits of this act shall be guilty of a misde-
meanor and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of not
more than §1,000.

(b) No agreement by an employee to walve his right to compensation
under this act shall be valid.

ASSIGNMENT AND EXEMPTION FROM CLAIMS OF CREDITORS

8Ec. 16. No assignment, release, or commutation of compensation or
benefits due or payable under this act, except as provided by this act,
ghall be valid, and such compensation and benefits ghall be exempt
from all claims of ereditors and from levy, execution, and attachment
or other remedy for recovery or collection of a debt, which exemption
may not be waived.

COMPENSATION A LIEN AGAINST ASSETS

8gc, 17, Compensation shall have the same preference of lien against
the assets of the carrier or employer without limit of amount as is now
or may hereafter be allowed by law to the claimant for unpaid wages
or ¢otherwise.
COLLECTION OF DEFAULTED PAYMENTS

Spc. 18, In case of default by the employer in the payment of com-
pensation due under any award of compensation for a period of 30
days after the compensation is due and payable, the person to whom
guch compensation is payable may, within one year after such default,
make application to the deputy commissioner making the compensation
order for a supplementary order declaring the amount of the default.
After investigation, notice, and hearing, as provided in section 19, the
deputy commissioner shall make a supplementary order, declaring the
amount of the default, which shall be filed in the same manner as the
compensation order. In case the payment in default is an installment
of the award, the deputy commissioner may, In his discretion, declare
the whole of the award as the amount in default, The applicant may
file a certified copy of such supplementary order with the clerk of the
Federal district court for the judicial distriet in which the employer
has his principal place of business or maintains an office, or for the
Jjudieial distriet in which the injury occurred. In case such prineipal
place of business or office or place where the Injury occurred is in the
District of Columbia, a copy of such supplementary order may be filed
with the clerk of the Supreme Conrt of the District of Columbia. Such
supplementary order of the deputy commissioner shall be final, and the
court ghall upon the filing of the ecopy enter judgment for the amount
declared in default by the supplementary order if such supplementary
order is in accordance with law. Review of the judgment so entered
may be had as in civil suits for damages at common law, Final pro-
ceedings to execute the judgment may be had by writ of execution in
the form used by the court in suits at common law In actions of
assumpsif, No fee shall be required for filing the supplementary order
nor for entry of judgment thereon, and the applicant shall not be lable
for costs in a proceeding for review of the judgment unless the court
shall otherwise direct. The court shall modify such judgment to eon-
form to any laker compensation order upon presentation of a certified
copy thereof to the court,

PROCEDURE IN RESPECT OF CLAIMS

Sec. 19. (a) Subject to the provisions of sectlon 13 a eclaim for
compensation may be filed with the deputy commissioner in accord-

.ance with regnlations prescribed by the commission at any time after

the first three days of disability following any injury, or at any time
after death, and the deputy commissioner shall have full power and
anthority to hear and determine all questions in respect of such
claim.

(b) Within 10 days after such ¢laim is filed the deputy commissioner,
In accordance with regulations prescribed by the commission, shall
notify the employer and any other person (other than the claimant),
whom the deputy commissioner considers an interested party, that a
claim has been filed. Such notice may be served personally upon
the employer or other person, or sent to such employer or person by
registered mail.
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(e¢) The deputy commissioner shall make or cause to be made such
investigations as he considers necessary In respect of the claim, and
upon application of any interested party ehall order a hearing thereon.
If a hearing on each elaim ig ordered the deputy commissioner shall
give the clalmant and other interested partles at least 10 days’ notice
of such hearing, served personally upon the claimant and other inter-
ested parties or sent to such claimant and other Interested parties
by registered mall, and shall within 20 days after such hearing is
had, by order, reject the claim or make an award In respect of the
claim. If no hearing is ordered within 20 days after notice is given
as provided In subdivision (b), the deputy commissloner shall, by
order, reject the clalm or make an award In respect of the claim.

(d) At such hearing the claimant and the employer may each
present evidence In respect of such clalm and may be represented by
any person authorized In writing for such purpose.

(e) The order rejecting the claim or making the award (referred to
in this act as a compensation order) shall be filed In the office of the
deputy commissioner, and a_copy thereof shall be sent by registered
mail to the claimant and to the employer at the last known address
of each.

(f) An award of compensation for disability may be made after the
death of an injured employee. .

(g) After a compensation order has issued in any case the deputy
commissioner may transfer such case to any other deputy commissioner
for the purpose of taking testimony or making physical examinations,

PRESUMPTIONS

8pc. 20. In any proceeding for the enforcement of a claim for eom-
pensation under this act it shall be presumed In the absence of sub-
stantial evidence to the contrary—

(a) That the claim comes within the provisions of this act.

(b) That sufficient notice of such elaim has been given.

{¢) That the injury was not occasloned solely by the intoxication of
the injured employee,

(@) That the injury was mot occasioned by the willful Intention of
the injured employee to injure or kill himself or another.

REVIEW OF COMPENSATION ORDERS

SEC. 21, (a) A compensation order shall become effective when filed in
the office of the deputy commissioner as provided in section 19, and
unless proceedings for the suspension or setting aside of such order
are instituted as provided In subdivision (b) of this section, shall
become final at the expiration of the thirtieth day thereafter.

(b) If not in accordance with law, a compensation order may be
suspended or set aside, in whole or In part, through injunction proceed-
ings, mandatory or otherwise, brought by any party in interest against
the deputy commissioner making the order, and Instituted in the
Federal district court for the judicial distriet in which the injury
occurred (or In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia If the
injury oecurred in the District). The orders, writs, and processes of
the court in such proeceedings may run, be served, and be returnable
anywhere in the United States. The payment of the amounts required
by an award shall not be stayed pending final deeision In any such
proceeding unless upon application for an interlocutory Injunction the
court, on hearing, after not less than three days' notice to the parties
in interest and the deputy commissioner, allows the stay of such pay-
ments, in whole or in part, where irreparable damage would otherwise
ensue to the employer. The order of the court allowing any such
stay shall contain a specific finding, based upon evidence submitted
to the court and identified by reference thereto, that such irreparable
damage would result to the employer, and specifying the nature of
the damage. ‘

(c) If any employer or his officers or agents falls to comply with the
compensation order, making an award, that has become final, any
beneficiary of such award or the deputy commissioner making the
order, may apply for the enforcement of the order to the Federal dis-
trict court for the judicial district in which the Injury oceunrred (or to
the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia if the Injury occurred
in the District)., If the court determines that fhe order was made and
served in accordance with law, and that such employer or his officers
or agents have failed to comply therewith, the court shall enforce
obedience to the order by writ of injunction or by other proper process,
mandatory or otherwise, to enjoin upon such person and his officers
and agents compliance with the order.

(d) Proceedings for suspending, setting aside, or enforcing a com-
pensation order, whether rejecting a claim or making an award, shall
not be instituted otherwise than as provided In this section and see-
tion 18,

MODIFICATION OF AWARDS

SEeC. 22. Upon his own initiative, or upon application of any party in
interest, on the ground of a change in conditions, the deputy commis-
gioner may at any time during the term of an award and after the
compensation order in respect of such award hag become final, review
such order in accordance with the procedure prescribed in respect of
claims in section 19, and in accordance with such section issue a new
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compensation order which may terminate, continue, increase, or de-

.erease such compensation. Such new order shall not affect any com-

pensation paid under authority of the prior order.
PROCEDURE BEFORE THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER

Sec. 23. (a) In making an investigation or inquiry or conducting a
hearing the deputy commissioner:-shall not be bound by common law or
statutory rules of evidence or by technical or formal rules of pro-
cedure, except as provided by this act; but may make such investiga-
tion or inquiry or conduct such hearing in such manner as to best
ascertain the rights of the parties. Declarations of a deceased em-
ployee concerning the injury in respect of which the investigation or
inguiry is being made or the hearing conducted ghall be received in
evidence and shall, if corroborated by other evidence, be sufficient to
establish the injury.

(b} Hearings before a deputy commissioner shall be open to the
public and shall be stenographically reported, and the deputy commis-
sloners, subject to the approval of the commisslon, are authorized to
contract for the reporting of such hearings. The commission shall by
regulation provide for the preparation of a record of the hedrings and
other proceedings before the députy commissioners.

WITXESSES
.

Sec. 24. No person shall be required to attend as a witness in any
proceeding before a deputy commissioner at a place outside of the
State of his residence and more than 100 miles from bis place of resi-
dence, unless his lawful mileage and fee for one day's attendance shall
be firgt paid or tendered to him; but the testimony of any witness may
be taken by deposition or interrogatories according to the rules of
practice of the Federal district court for the judielal district in which
the case is pending (or of the Supreme Court of the District of Colum-
bia if the case i1s pending in the District).

WITXESS FEES

8Ec. 25. Witnesses summoned in a proceeding before a deputy com-
missioner or whose depositions are taken shall receive the same fees
and mileage as witnesses in courts of the United States.

COSTS IN PROCEEDINGS BROUGHT WITHOUT REASONABLE GROUNDS

Sec. 26. If the court having jurisdiction of proceedings in respect
of any claim or compensation order determines that the proceedings
in respect of such claim or order have been Instituted or continued
without reasonable ground, the costs of such proceedings shall be as-
sessed against the party who has so instituted or continued such pro-
ceedings.

POWERS OF DEPUTY COMMISSIONERS

Skc. 27. (a) The deputy commissioner shall have power to preserve
and enforce order during any such proceedings; to issue subpeenas
for and to compel the attendance and testimony of witnesses, or the
production of books, papers, documents, and other evidence, or the
taking of depositions before any designated individual competent to
administer oaths; to examine witnesses; and to do all things conform-
able to law which may be necessary to enable him effectively to dis-
charge the duties of his office.

(b) if any person in proceedings before a deputy commissloner dls-
obeys or resists any lawful order or process, or misbehaves at a hearing
or 8o near the place thereof as to obstruct the same, or neglects to
produce, after having been ordered to do so, any pertinent book, paper,
or document, or refuses to appear after having been subpenaed, or upon

appearing refuses to take the oath as a witness, or after having taken |

the oath refuses to be examined according to law, the deputy commis-
sloner shall certify the faets to the district court having jurisdiction
in the place in which he is sitting (or to the Supreme Court of the
Distriet of Columbia if he is sitting In such District), which shall
thereupon in a summary manner hear the evidence as to the acts com-
plained of, and, if the evidence so warrants, punish such person in the
same manner and to the same extent as for a contempt committed before
the counrt, or commit such person upon the same conditions as if the
doing of the forbldden act had occurred with reference to the process
of or in the presence of the court.
FEES FOR SERVICES

Sec. 28 (a) No claim for legal services or for any other services
rendered in respect of a claim or award for compensation, to or on
account of any person, shall be valid unless approved by the deputy
commissioner, or if proceedings for review of the order of the deputy
commissioner in respect of such claim or award are had before any
court, unless approved by such court. Any claim so approved shall, in
the manner and to the extent filxed by the deputy commissioner or
such court, be a lien npon such compensation.

(b) Any person (1) who receives any fee, other consideration, or any
gratulty on account of scrvices so rendered, unl such consideration
or gratuity is approved by the deputy commissioner or such court, or
(2) who makes 1t a business to solicit employment for a lawyer or for
himself in respect of any claim or award for compensation, shall be
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof, shall, for each
offense, be punished by a fine of not more than $1,000 or by imprison-
ment not to exceed one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment,

RECORD OF INJURY OR DEATH

8ec. 29. Every employer shall keep a record in respect of any Injury
to an employee. BSuch record shall contain such information of disease,
other disability, or death in regpect of such injury as the commission
may by regulation require, and shall be available to inspection by the
commisslon or by any State authority at such times and under such
conditions as the commission may by regulation prescribe,

REPORTS

Sgc. 30. (a) Within 10 days from the date of any Injury or death
or from the date that the employer has knowledge of a disease or
infection in respect of such injury, the employer shall send to the
commission a report setting forth (1) the name, address, and businesa
of the employer; (2) the name, address, and occupation of the em-
ployee; (3) the cause and nature of the injury or death; (4) the year,
month, day, and hour when and the particular locality where the in-
jury or death occurred; and (5) such other information as the com-
mission may require. A copy of such report shall be sent at the
same time to the deputy commissioner in the compensation district in
which the injury occurred.

(b) Additional reports in respect of such injury and of the condition
of such employee shall be sent by the employer to the commission and
to such deputy commissioner at such times and in such manner as the
commission may prescribe. -

{c) Any report provided for in subdivislon (a) or (b) shall not be
evidence of any fact stated in such report in any proceeding in respect
of such Injury or death on account of which the report is made,

(d) The mailing of any such report and copy in a stamped envelope,
within the time preseribed in subdivisions (a) or (b), to the commis-
slon and deputy commissioner, respectively, shall be a compliance with
this section.

(e) Any employer who fails or refuses to send any report required
of him by this section shall be subject to a civil penalty not to exceed
$500 for each such failure or refusal.

PENALTY FOR MTSREPRESENTATION

SeC. 31. Any person who willfully makes any false or misleading
statement or representation for the purpose of obtaining any benefit
or payment under this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and on
conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of not to exceed $1,000 or
by imprisonment of not to exceed one year, or by both such fine and
imprisonment.

ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION

Sgc. 32, If the injury or death is caused by the failure of the em-
ployer to comply with any statute the compensation otherwise payable
under the provisions of this act shall be inereased 15 per cent.

BECURITY FOR COMPENSATION

Sec. 33. (a) Every employer shall secure the payment of compen-
sation under this act—

(1) By insuring and keeping Insured the payment of such compen-
satlon with any stock company or mutual company or assoclation, or
with any other person or fund, while such person or fund is authorized
(A) under the laws of the United States or of any State, to Insure
workmen’s compensation, and (B) by the commission, to insure pay-
meut of compensation under this act; or

(2) By furnishing satisfactory proof to the commission of his ﬂm
cial ability to pay such compensation and receiving an authorization
from the commisslon to pay such compensation directly. The eom-
mission may, as a condition to such authorization, regumire such em-
ployer to deposit in a depository designated by the commission either
an indemnity bond or securities (at the option of the employer) of a
kind and In an amount determined by the commission, and subject to
such conditions as the commisslon may prescribe, which ghall include
authorization to the commission in case of default to sell any such
securities sufficient to pay compensation awards or to bring suit upon
such bonds, to procure prompt payment of compensation under this
act. Any employer securing compensation in accordance with the pro-
visions of this paragraph shall be known as a self-lnsurer.

(b) In granting authorization to any ecarrier to insure payment of
compensation under this act the commission may take into considera-
tion the recommendation of any State authority having supervision
over cartiers or over workmen's compensation, and may authorize any
carrier to Insure the payment of compensation under this act in a
limited territory. The commission may suspend or revoke any such
authorization for good cause shown after a hearing at which the
carrier shall be entitled to be heard In person or by counsel and to
present evidence. No suspension or revocation shall affect the lability
of any carrier already incurred.

COMPENSATION FOR INJURIES WHERE THIED PERSONS ARE LIABLE
8Ec. 24, (a) If on account of a disability or death for which com-
pensation is payable under this act the person entitled to such com-
pensation determines that some person other than the employer is
liable in damages, he may elect, by giving notice to the deputy com-
missioner in such manner as the commission may provide, to recelve

such compensation or to recover damages agalnst such third person.
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(b) Acceptance of such compensation ghall operate as an assignment
to the employer of all right of the person entitled to compensation
to recover damages agalnst such third person, whether or mot the
person entitled to compensation has notified the deputy commissioner
of his election,

(¢) The payment of such compensation into the fund established in
gection 45 shall operate as an assignment to the employer of all right
of the legal representatives of the deceased (hereinafter referred to as
“ representative’) to recover damages against such third person,
whether or mot the representative has notified the deputy commis-
sloner of his election.

(d) Snch employer on account of such assignment may either in-
gtitute proceedings for the recovery of such damages or may com-
promise with such third person either without or after instituting such
proceeding, but no compromise by the employer with such person shall
be made unless approved by the person entitled to compensation or by
the representative.

(e) Any amount recovered by such employer on account of such as-
signment, whether or mot as the result of a compromise, shall be dis-
tributed as follows:

(1) The employer shall retain an amount equal to—

(A) The expenses incurred by him in respect of such proceedinga
or cpmpromise (including a reasonable attorney’s fee as determined by
the deputy commissloner).

(B) The cost of all benefits actually furnished by him to the em-
ployee under paragraph 2 of subdivision (a) of sectlon 7.

(C) AN amounts paid as compensation, and the present value of all
amounts payable as compensation, such present value to be computed
in accordance with a schedule prepared by the commission, and the
amounts g0 computed to be retained by the employer as a trust fund to
pay such compensation as it becomes due, and to pay any sum in ex-
cess of such compensation to the person entitled to compensation or
to the representative; and

(2) The employer shall pay any excess to the person entitled to com-
pensation or to the representative.

(f) If the person entitled to compensation, or the representative,
elects to recover damages against such third person and notifies the
commisslon of his election and institutes proceedings within the period
prescribed in section 13, the employer shall be required to pay as
compensation under this act a sum-equal to the excess of the amount
which the convmission determines is payable on account of such injury
or death over the amount recovered against such third person.

(g) 1t a compromise with such third person is made by the person
entitled to compensation, or such representative, of an amount less
than the eompensation to which such person or representative would be
entitled to under thig act, the employer shall be liable for compensa-
tion as determined in subdivision (e) only if such compromise is
made with his written approval.

(h) The deputy commisgioner may, if the person entitled to com-
pensation under this act is a minor, make any election reguired under
subdlvision (a) of this section, or nray authorize the parent or guardian
of the minor to make such election.

COMPENSATION NOTICE

Sec. 85. Every employer who has secured compensation under the
provisions of this act shall keep posted in a conspicuous place or places
in and about his place or places of business typewritten or printed
notlces, in accordance with a form prescribed by the commission, stat-
ing that such employer has secured the payment of compensation in
accordance with the provisions of this act. Such notices shall contain
the name and address of the carrler, if any, with whom the employer
has secured payment of compensation and the date of the expiration of
the policy.

BUBSTITUTION OF CARRIER FOR EMPLOYER

Sec. 86. In any case where the employer {s not a self-insurcr, in
order that the liability for compensation imposed by this act may be
most effectively discharged by the employer, and in order that the
administration of this act in respect of such Uability may be facili-
tated, the commission ghall by regulation provide for the discharge,
by the carrier for such employer, of such obligations and duties of
the employer In respect of such liability, imposed by this act upon
the employer, £s It considers proper in order to effectuate the pro-
visions of this act. For such purposes (1) notice to or knowledge of
an employer of the occurrence of the injury shall be notice to or
knowledge of the carrier, (2) jurisdiction of the employer by a deputy
commissloner, the commission, or any court under this act shall be
jurisdiction of the carrier, and (3) any requirement by a deputy com-
missioner, the commission, or any court under any compensation order,
finding, or decision shall be binding upon the earrier in the same
manner and to the same extent as upon the employer.

INSURANCE POLICIES
Sec, 87. (a) Every policy or contract of insurance issued under
authority of this act shall contaln (1) a provision to carry out the

provisions of section 86, and (2) a provision that insolvency or bank-
ruptey of the employer and/or discharge therein ghall not relieve the
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carrler from payment of compensation for disabilify or death gus-
tained by an employee during the life of such policy or contract.

(b) No contract or policy of Insurance issued by a carrier under
this act shall be canceled prior to the date specified in such contract
or policy for its explration until at least 30 days have elapsed after
a notice of cancellation has been sent to the deputy commissioner and
to the employer in accordance with the provisiops of subdivision (c)
of section 12,

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE WITH THIS ACT

Sec. 88. No stevedoring firm shall be employed in any compensa-
tlon distriet by a vessel or by hull owners until it presents to such
vessel or hull owners a certificate issued by a deputy commissioner
agsigned to such district that it has complied with the provisions of
this act requiring the securing of compensation to its employees. Any
person violating the provisions of this section shall be punished by &
fine of not more than £1,000, or by imprisonment for not more than
one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment.

PENALTY FOR FAILURE TO BECURE PAYMENT OF COMPENSATION

SEc. 39. Any employer required to secure the payment of compensa-
tlon under this aet who fails to secure such compensation shall be
guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon conviction thereof, shall be pun-
ished by a fine of not more than $1,000, or by imprisonment for not
more than one year, or by both such flne and imprisonment. This sec-
tion shall not affect any other liability of the employer under this act.

ADMINISTRATION

Sec. 40. (a) Except as otherwise specifically provided, the United
Btates Employees’ Compensation Commission shall administer the pro-
vislons of this act, and for such purpose the commission is authorized
(1) to make such rules and regulations} (2) to appoint and fix the
compensation of such temporary technical assistants and medical
advisers, and, subject to the provisions of the civil service laws, to
appoint, and, in accordance with the classification act of 1923, to fix
the compensation of such deputy commissioners (except deputy com-
missioners appointed under subdivision (a) of section 41) and other
officers and employees; and (8) to make such expenditures (Inciuding
expenditures for personal services and rent at the seat of government
and elsewhere, for law books, books of reference, periodicals, and for
printing and binding) as may be necessary In the administration of
this act. All expenditures of the commission in the administration of
this act shall be allowed and pald as provided in section 49 upon the
presentation of itemized vouchers therefor approved by the commission.

(b) The commission shall establish compensation districts, to in-
clude the high seas and the areas within the United States to which
this act applies, and shall assign to each such district one or more
deputy commissioners, as the commission deems advisable. Judiclal
proceedings under sections 18 and 21 of this act In respect to any
injury or death occurring on the high seas shall be instituted in the
distrlet court within whose territorial jurisdiction is located the office
of the deputy commissioner having jurisdiction in respect to such
injury or death (or in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia
if such office is located in sueh District).

DEPUTY COMMISSIONERS

Sgc. 41. (a) The commisslon may appoint as deputy commissioners
any member of any board, commission, or other ageney of a State to
act as deputy commissioner for any compensation distriet or part
thereof in such State, and may make arrangements with such board,
commission, or other agency for the use of the personnel and facllities
thereof In the administration of this act. The commission may make
such arrangements as may be deemed advisable by it for the payment
of expenses of such board, commission, or other agency, incurred in the
administration of this act pursuant to this section, and for the pay-
ment of galaries to such board, commission, or other agency, or the
members thereof, and may pay any amounts agreed upon to the proper
officers of the State, upon vouchers approved by the commission.

(b) In any Territory of the United States or in the District of
Columbia a person holding an office under the United States may be
appointed deputy commissioner and for services rendered ag deputy
commissioner may be paid compensation, in addition fo that he ig
receiving fromr the United States, in an amount fixed by the commis-
slon in aecordance with the classification act of 1923.

(¢) Deputy commissioners (except deputy commissioners appointed
under subdivision (a) of this section) may be transferred from one
compensation district to another and may Dbe temporarily detailed
from one compensation district for service in another in the diseretion
of the commission.

(d) Each deputy commissioner ghall maintain and keep open during
reasonable business hours an office, at a place designated by the com-
mission, for the transaction of business under this act, at which office
he shall keep his official records and papers. Such office shall be fur-
nished and equipped by the commission, who shall also furnish the
deputy commissioner with all necessary clerical and other assistants,
records, books, blanks, and supplies. Wherever practicable such office
shall be located in a building owned o leased by the United States;
otherwise the commission ghall rent suitable guarters,
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(e) If any deputy eommlssioner 15 removed from office, or for any
reason ceases to act as such deputy commissioner, all of his official
records and papers and office egnipment shall be transferred to his
successor in office or, if there be 1o successor, then to the comnrission
or to a deputy commissioner designated by the commission.

(f) Neither a deputy commissioner nor any business associate of a
deputy commissioner shall appear as attorney in any proceeding under
this act, and no deputy comnrissioner shall act in any case In which
he is interested, or when he is employed by any party in Interest or
related to any party in interest by consanguinity or affinity within the
third degree, as determined by the common law.

INVESTIGATIONS BY THE COMMISSION

Sge. 42, (a) The commission shall make studies and investigations
with respect to safety provisions and the causes of injuries in employ-
ments covered by this act, and shall from time to time make to Con-
gress and to employers and carriers such recommendations as it may
deem proper as to the best means of preventing such injuries.

(by In making such studies and investizations the commission is
authorlzed (1) to cooperate with any agency of the United States
charged with the duty of enforcing any law securing safety against
injury in any employment covercd by this act, or with any State agency,
engaged in enforeing any laws to assure safety for employees, and (2)
to permit any such agency to have agcess to the records of the com-
mission. In earrying out the provisions of this section the commission
or any officer or employee of the commission is authorized to enter at
any reasonable time upon any premises, tracks, wharf, dock, or other
landing place, or upon any vessel or to enter any building, where an
employment covered by this act is being carried on, and to examine
any tool, appliance, or machinery used in such employment.

TRAVELING EXPENSES

RBEc. 43. The commissioners, deputy commissioners, and other em-
ployees of the commission shall be entitled to receive their necessary
traveling expenses and expenses actually incurred for subsistence while
traveling on official business and away from their designated stations,
in an amount fixed by the commission not to exceed $8 a day.

ANNUAL REPORT

SEc. 44, The commission shall make to Congress at the beginning
of each regular sesslon a report of the administration of this act for
the preceding fiscal year, including a detailed statement of recelpts of
and expenditures from the funds established in sections 45 and 486, to-
gether with such recommendations as the commlssion deems advisable.

SPECIAL FUND

Sec. 45. (a) There is hereby established in the Treasury of the
United States a speclal fund for the purpose of making payments in
accordance with the provisions of section 10 of this act. Such fund
shall be administered by the commission. The Treasurer of the United
Btates shall be the custodian of such fund, and all moneys and securi-
ties in such fund shall be held in trust by such Treasurer and shall
not be money or property of the United States.

(b) The Treasurer is authorized to disburse moneys from such fund
only upon order of the commission. He ghall be required to give bond
in an amount to be fixed and with securities to be approved by the
Secretary of the Treasury and the Comptroller General of the United
States conditioned upon the faithful performance of his duty as cus-
todian of such fund,

(¢) Payments into such fund shall be made as follows:

(1) Each employer shall pay $1,000 as compensatlon for the death
of an employee of such employer resulting from injury where the
deputy commissioner determines that there is no person entitled under
this act to compensation for such death, )

(2) All amounts collected as fines and penalties under the provisions
of this act (except amounts collected as civil penalties under sub-
divigion (b) of section 47) shall be paid into such fund.

(d) The Treasurer of the United States shall deposit any moneys
paid into such fund into such depository banks as the commission may
designate and may invest any portion of the funds which, in the
opiolon of the comumission, Is not needed for current requirements, in
bonds or notes of the United States or of any Federal land bank,

(e) Neither the United States nor the commission shall be liable in
respect of payments authorized under section 10 In an amount greater
than the money or property deposited In or belonging to such fund.

(f) The Comptroller General of the United States shall audit the
account for such fund, but the action of the commission in making
payments from such fund shall be final and not subject to review,
and the Comptroller General is anthorized and directed to allow credit
in the accounts of any disbursing officer of the commission for pay-
ments made from such fund authorized by the commission.

(£) All elvil penalties provided for in this act shall be collected by
civil suit brought by the commission.

ADMINISTRATION FUND
REc. 46. (a) There Is hereby estublished in the Treasury of the
United States a special fund for the purpose of providing for the pay-
ment of all expenses in respeci of the administration of this aet.
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Such fund shall be administered by the commission. The Treasurer of
the United States shall be the custodian of such fund, and all moneys
and securities in such fund shall be held In trust by such Treasurer
and shall not be the money or property of the United States.
(b) The provisions of subdivisions (b), (d), aud (f) of section 45
shall be applicable to the fund hereby established.
! EXPENSES OF ADMINISTRATION

SEc. 47. (a) The commission, beginning with the calendam year 1927,
shall estimate semdannually in advance the amounts necessary for the
administration of this act, in the following manner:

(1) The commission shall as soon as practicable after the 1st day of
January and July in each year, determine the expense of administration
of this act for the six-month period (bereinafter referred to as the
prior period) preceding the 1st day of January or July, as the case may
be. The expense of administration for such prior period shall be used
as the basis for determining the amount to be assessed against each
carrier in order to provide for the expenses for tHe administration of
this act for the corresponding six-month period (hereinafter referred to
as the enrrent period) in the current calendar year,

(2) In determining the amount to be assessed for each current
perfod—

(A) Any expense incurred during such prior period and properly
chargeable to equipment and organization expenses may be prorated
over any such perlod of not to exceed five years as the commission
deems advisable,

(B) If & surplus remains out of amounts collected for expenses for
such prior year, the amount to be assessed shall be reduced by the
amount of such surplus; and if a deficit has been incurred in respect of
amounts so collected for such period, the amount to be assessed shall
be increased by the amount of such defleit. 3

(C) TUntil all amounts expended from amounts appropriated under
the authority of section 48 have been repaid to the Treasury of the
United States, an amount equal to 20 per cent of the estimate of the
expensea for such current perlod shall be added to such estimate,

{8) The amount determined as the amount to be assessed against
each carrier for the current period shall bear the same relation to the
total amount to be assessed for such period as the total payments of
compensation made by such carrier (as determined by the commission
under subdivision (e)) during the prior period bears to the total pay-
ments made by all carriers during such period.

(b) The commission shall assess the amounts so determined and shall
provide by regulation for the collection, prior to the commencement of
the current period, of the amounts assessed against each carrier. Such
amounts shall be paid within 30 days from the date that notice of such
assessment is served upon such carrier im accordance with the provi-
sions in respect of notices in subdivision (¢) of section 12. If such
amounts are not paid within such period, there shall be assessed, for
each 30 days the amount so assessed remains unpaid, a civil penalty
equal to 10 per cent of the amount so unpaid, which shall be collected
at the same time as and as a part of the amount assessed.

(e) If any earrier fails to pay any amounts assessed against him
under the provisions of subdivision (b) within 60 days from the time
such notice is served upon him, the commission in accordance with the
procedure specified in subdivision (by of section 83 may suspend or
revoke the authorization to insure compensation.

(d) All amounts collected under the provisions of this section
shall be paid Info the fund established in section 48.

(e) The commission is authorized to require from each earrier,
at such times and in accordance with such regulations as the com-
mission may prescribe, reports in respect of all payments of compensa-
tion made by such carrier durlng each prior period and to determine
the amounts paid by each carrler and the amounts paid by all carriers
during such period.

APPROPRIATION

8ee. 48. (a) There Is hereby authorized to he appropriated, out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of
$2650,000, which shall be covered into the administration fund establisheq
in eection 48, and shall Le available for expensea incurred in the
administration of this act durlng the remainder of the flscal year
ending June 30, 1928, and during the fiscal year ending June 30,
1927. All unexpended balances of any appropriations made under
authority of this sectlion, remalning in such fund on July 1, 1927,
ghall be covered into the Treasury of the United States as miscellancous
receipts.

(b) All amounts added to the estimate of expenses for any current
period under the aunthority of subparagraph (C) of paragraph (2)
of subdivision (a) of section 47 shall, when collected, le covered into
the Treasury of the United States as reimbursement for amounts
expended from amounts appropriated under authority of subdivision
(a) of this section.

AVAILABILITY OF APPROPRIATIONS

Bec. 49, The expenses Incurred for salaries and contingent expenses
by the United States Employees’ Compensation Commission in the
administration (1) of the act entitled “An act to provide compensa-
tion for employees of the Unlted States suffering Injuries while In
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the performance of thelr duties, and for other purposes,” approved
September T, 1916, as amended, and (2) of this aet, may be paid
from the appropriations for salaries and contingent expenses for the
administration of such act of Beptember 7, 1016, and from the fund
established in section 46 of this act, in such proportion as the com-
mission, with the approval of the Director of the Bureau of the
Budget, determines to be fairly attributable to the cost of administra-
tlon of the respective acts, but the total amount paid from such
sppmprlatioh and such fund In any fiscal year on account of the
administration of such act of SBeptember 7, 1916, shall not exceed
the amounts appropriated for salaries and contingent expenses for
the administration of such act for such year.

LAWS INAPPLICABLE

Bre. 50. Nothing in sections 4283, 4284, 4285, 4286, or 4280 of the
Revised Statutes, as amended, nor In sectton 18 of the act entitled
“An act to remove certain burdens on the American merchant marine
and encourage the American forelgn carrying trade, and for other
purposes,” approved June 26, 1884, as amended, shall be held to limit
the amount for which recovery may be had (1) in any sult at law
or in admiralty where an employer has failed to secure compensation
as required by this act, or (2) in any proceeding for compensation,
any addition to compensation, any assessment under section 47, or
any civil penalty.

EFFECT OF UNCONBTITUTIONALITY

Suc. 51, If any part of this act Is adjudged unconstitutional by the
courts, and such adjudication has the effect of Invalidating any pay-
ment of compensation under this act, the period intervening between
the time the injury was sustained and the time of such adjudication
ghall not be computed as a part of the time preseribed by law for the
commencement of any action against the employer in respect of such
injury ; but the amount of any compensation paid under this act on
account of such injury shall be deducted from the amount of damages
awarded in such action in respect of such injury. <

SEPARABILITY PROVISION

Bec. 62. If any provision of this act is declared unconstitutional or
the applicabllity thereof to any person or circumstance is held invalid,
the validity of the remainder of the act and the applicabllity of such
provision to other persons and circumstances shall not be affected
thereby.

EFFECTIVE DATH

Sec. 53. Sectlons 40 to 58, inclusive, ghall become effective upon the
passage of this act, and the remainder of this act shall become effec-
tive on July 1, 1926,

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, this is a very
long bill. Is there some Senator present who can explain it?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I hope the bill will have the
consideration of the Senate. It is a very important measure,
Under various decisions of the Supreme Court of the United
States those who are generally known as longshoremen are not
permitted to receive the benefits of the workmen’s compensa-
tion acts passed by the various States, the Supreme Court
holding that they belong to the maritime service and are, there-
fore, under the exclusive jurisdiction of the Congress of the
United States. When that decision was rendered Congress
passed an act, the purpose of which was to bring such workmen
under the State acts, but the Supreme Court again held that
such legislation was beyond the power of Congress. So it
becomes necessary to enact a special compensation act for
workmen of that class.

This bill is in the form of the ordinary workmen's compensa-
tion act, requiring those who employ longshoremen to provide
a fund out of which those injured in the service may be com-
pensated.

Mr. JONES of Washington, Is there a unanimous report-in
favor of the bill by the Committee on the Judiciary?

Mr. WALSH. Yes; there is.

“Mr. JONES of Washington. I have no objection to the bill

Mr, WALSH. Mr. President, let me say that the bill as
originally referred to the committee contained a complete
schedule of compensation for deaths and injuries, but the scale
was considerably higher than the scale provided in the com-
pensation act under which those in the civil service are com-
pensated in the case of injury or death. The administration
of the proposed act is put in the hands of the Employees’
Compensation Commission, which determines claims arising
under the general compensation aect. We struck out the
schedule that was provided by the bill and substituted in
lien thereof a provision to the effect that the scale of com-
pensation that is now or hereafter may be provided in the
compensation act for civil-service employees of the Govern-
ment shall be the compensation to be accorded to the long-
ghoremen.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
g;"the committee amendment reported as a substitute for the

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed. J

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide
compensation for disability or death resulting from injury
to employees in certaln maritime employments, and for other
purposes.”

B. JACKSON

The bill (H. R. 593) for the relief of B. Jackson, was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ESTATE OF WILLIAM FRIES, DECEASED

The Senate, ag in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
gider the bill (H. R. 962) for the relief of the estate of William
Fries, deceased. It directs the Postmaster General to credit
the account of William Fries, formerly postmaster at Alton, 111,
in the sum of $35,307.80, due to the United States on account
of postage stamps and war revenue stamps which were lost as
the result of burglary on May 12, 1924,

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, this bill carries
an anthorization to the Postmaster General to credit the account
of William Fries, formerly postmaster at Alton, Ill, in the
amount of $35,307.80. It apparently relieves the formcr post-
master at that place of that amount of liability on account of
postage stamps and war-revenue stamps which were lost as
the result of a burglary on May 12, 1924, Will not some Sena-
tor make a justification for the bill and explain the facts on
which it is based?

Mr. MEANS, Mr. President, this bill was previously reported
to the SBenate, and then was recommitted to the Committee on
Claims. 1t is occasioned by a post-office robbery at Alton, IIL.,
as a result of which a considerable sum was lost. I forget how
many burglars were engaged In the robbery, but I think nine
were apprehended. The bill was reported favorably, and then,
inasmuch as some of the defendants, who have all been con-
victed, had intimated that perhaps the postmaster was to
blame, the post-office inspectors made a careful examination of
the facts and reported that the postmaster was blameless—that
he was not negligent—and after the assurance from the Post
Office Department that they had exhausted every effort to
obtain testimony the committee came to the conclusion that the
postmaster was not to blame. The bill was therefore reported
out by the committee in the belief that the postmaster should
be relieved. -

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Was any evidence submitted
tending to implicate the postmaster?

Mr. MEANS. There was no evidence to that effect, but
there was such an Intimation, and so, without action of the
Senate, I had the bill recommitted because the Post Office
Department had informed me that there had been later devel-
opments and some such intimation; but the Senator will notice
the report of the inspectors subsequently submitted absolutely
convinced the committee that there was nothing in the case
tending to cast any reflection upon the character or integrity
of the postmaster; in other words, the Post Office Department
and the post office inspectors entirely freed him from any
responsibility for the burglary.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Did the committee go into
the question of the moral liability of the postmaster?

Mr. MEANS. I am afraid the Senator will have to be more
specifie, although I may say there is no liability upon the part
of the postmaster; that is, there was no carelessness. It was
quite a large robbery and was thoroughly planned., The defend-
ants, as I have said, have all been apprehended, and there is
no blame attached to the postmaster.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The committee, then, took the
conclusion of the post-office inspectors that the postmaster was
not implicated in the erime?

Mr. MEANS. That is true.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

SIMON R. CURTIS

The bill (H. R. 2207) for the relief of Simon R. Curtis, was
considered as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill was reported to the Senate without améndament,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
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LOUIB A. HOGUE

The bill (H. R, 4125) for the relief of Lonls A, Hogue, was
consldered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill wns reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

RICE LAKE, MINN.

The Senate, as in Committes of the Whola, proceeded to eon-
sider the Lill (8. 1613) seiting aside Rlice Lake and contignous
lands in Minnesota for the exclusive unse and benefit of the
Chippewa Indians of Minpesotn, which had been reported from
the Committee on Indian Affairs with smendments, in section
1, on page 1, line 8, after the words *to wit,” to strike out
“ Beginning at the center of section 9 in township 145 north,
rapge 38 west, and running due south through the center of
sections 16, 21, 28, and 35 in sald township and range, and on,
due south, through the center of section 4 to the southwest
corner of lot 1 in section 9, township 144 mnorth, range 38
west : thence east, following the section line, to the center of
section 12, township 144 north, range 38 west; thence north,
throngh the center of section 11 in township 144 north, range
88 west, and sections 86, 25, 24, 13, and on to the center of see-
tion 12, all in township 145 north, range 38 west, and thence
due west to the point of beginning " and to insert:

Beginning at the northwest corner of the northenst guarter of the
southenst guarter of section § In township 145 north, range 35 west,
and ronning doe east to the northeast corner of sajitheast gquarter
of section 9; thence south to northeast corner of northenst quarter of
section 16; thenee dne esst to northenst corner of northeast quarter
of section 14, township 145 north, range 38 west; thence due south
to soulbeast cormer of northeast quarter of sectlon 2, township® 144
north, rannge 48 west; thence due west to southwest corner of north-
west quarter of sectlon 3 of said township and range; thence due north
to southwest corner of northwest guarter of section 13, township 145
north, range 38 west; thenca doe west to soutbwest cornmer of north-
woest guarter of section 18 thence due north to northwest corner of
northwest quarter of sald section 16; tbence west to southwest corner
of southeast quarter of southeast quarter of section 8; thenece north
to peint of beginning, which, excluding the lake bed, contalns approxi-
mately 4,500 peres,”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 8, after the word
“now,” to Insert the words “owned by the State of Mlinnesotu
or"”; nnd at the beginning of line 10, to Insert * from private
owners,” so as to make the section read:

8Ec. 2. All unallotted and undisposed of lands within the aren
described in sectlon 1 hereof are hereby permuanently withdrawn from
gale or other disposition and are made a part of said reserve, and the
Sécretary of the Interlor is anthorized to acquire by purchase any
lands within sald area now owned hy the State of Minnesota or In
private ownership at a price not to exceed $5 per acre, and to mequire
from private owners by condemnation procesdings, in accordance with
the Inws of the State of Minmesota relating to the condemnation of
private property for publlec use, any lands within sald area which ean
not be purchased at the price herein nomed; the purchase price and
costs of ncquiring sald lands to be pald out of the trust fund standing
to the credit of all the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota in the Treasury
of the Unlted States upon warrants drawn by the Becretary of the
Interlor.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was coneurred in,
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.
CLASSIFICATION OF CHIPPFEWA INDIANS OF MINNESOTA

The Senute, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
glder the bill (8. 1616) sauthorizing the classlfication of the
Chippewa Indians of Minnesota as competents and incompe-
tents, which had been reported from the Committee on Indian
Affairs with amendments.

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, T ask the Sen-
ator from Minnesota to analyze this bill.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, the bill seeks to huve a
roll made of the competent and Incompetent Indians on the
White Earth Reservation in Minnesota and to provide for a
division of certain property to the competent Indians and a
continuance of the segregation of proportionate property to the
incompetent Indians, to be held In trust by the Government.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Have the Indians themselves
in council or otherwiseé taken any action with respect to the
proposed legislation?

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. In answer to the nuestion of the S8anator,
I call his attention to section 7 of the amendment reported by
the committee, which reads as follows:
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S8ee. 7. Except as to section 1 hereof this act skall not hecome
cffective until two-thirds of the properly eurolled male Chippewa
Indians of Minnesots over 18 years of age shall have ngrepd thersto
in writing and unfil a proclamation of the President to that effect.
The commission is authorized to present and explain this act to the
Indinns for the purpose of obtaining thelr approval sand to submit a
r¢port thereof to the Secrotary of the Interlor,

That will assure the Indians an opporlunity to voice their
wishes,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The eclerk will
amendment reported by the committee,

The amendment reported by the eommittee was to strike out
all after the enacting elanse and to insert:

That the Prestdent is hereby authorized to appoint a commission of
three persons, one of whom shall be a member of the Chippewa Tribe
of Indlans of Minnesota, one an employee of the Department of the
Interior, and one a resident citizen of the State of Minnesota., The
members of said commission shall make oath or aMirmation to support
the Constitution of the United States and falthfully to discharge thelr
duties, Baid commisslon shall designate one of its members to sact
as clinirman and another ns sccretary. The two members of the com:-
mission other than the employee of the Department of the Interior
ghall each recelve compensation at the rate of $10 per diem and, In-
cluding such employee, their actusl and necessary expenses whilo
engaged In the performance of thelr dutles, to bLes pald upon {temized
necounts certitied by the commission and-approved by the Beeretary of
the Interior., The commission is authorized, with the approval of the
Secretary of the Interlor, to cmploy necessary clerical and other help.
The Secretary of the Interior Is hercby authorized to withdraw from
the Treasury of the United States not to exceed $25,000 of the prin-
cipal fund of the Chippewn Indlans of Miunesota for payment of the
compensation and expenses of the commission and Its employees as
herein provided, to be taken from the amount set aside under section
8 hereof,

Sge, 2, Sald commission shall prepare rolls of all Chippewa Indlans
of Minnesota living on July 1, 1927, which shall show the Indlan and
English names, address, date of birth, degree of blood, sex, famlly
relationship, and date of enrollment under the act of January 14, 1889
(25 Stat, L. p. 642), or otherwise, as follows :

(1) Competent adults and their minor children,

(2) Incompetent adults and their minor children,

(3) Minor chlldren whose parents are both dead with the names of
the parents.

For the purposes of this met 21 years shall be deemed the age of
majority.

Baid rolls, when approved by the Becretary of the Interior, shall ba
conclusive for the purposes of section 8 hereof: Prorided, That if
otherwise entitled the names of any children born after July 1, 1927,
shall be placed on the proper roll for future payments and distribu-
tions in conformity with section 4 of this act.

Sgc. 3. Upon approval of anld rolls the Secretary of the Interior Is
hereby authorized and directed to set apart under an appropriate deslz-
nation from the princlpal fund of the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota
accruing nnder the gaid act of January 14, 1880, or otherwise, the sum
of §1,500,000, which shall bear interest at the rate of 3 per cent per
annum to be credited ro the principal fund seminnnually, the combined
fund of principal and interest to be subject only to annual appropria-
tion by Congress for the benefit of all the Chippewa Indlans of Minne-
sota. The Becretary of the Ioterior shall then determing the pro rata
share of cach enrollee in the remainder of said principal fund; pay to
competent adults their respective shares; deposit at Interest In prop-
erly Dbonded banks the shares of the minor children of competent
adults; and pay not to exceed $30 annually from the funds of each
minor to the parent or guardian for the support and education of said
minors : Provided, That the Seeretary of the Interlor may at nny time
in his discretion suspend such payments to any parent or guardian
who has falled properly to use or account for previous paymeunts, and
expend the balance of suld shares for the best interests of the minors.
The Becretary of the Interior Is herchy authorized to withdraw from
the Treasury of the Unlted States so much of tbe sald remalning
principnl fund as may be necessary to carry out this provision. The
agegregate of the shares of Incompetent Indians, their minor children,
and orphan minors shall remaln undivided in the Treasury of the
United States and be carried as the " Chippewa in Minnesota Fund,
Incompetent Indians," which shall belong to and be held as a common
fund for the excluslve use and benefit of the incompetent adults, their
minor children, and orphan minors, at 5 per cent Interest to be cred-
ited to the principal fund semiannually, the combined fund of prinecipal
and Interest to be disposed of only as herein provided,

Src. 4. All funds thereafter aceruing to tha Chippewa Indlans of
Minnesota from any source shall be deposited separately in the Tress-
ury of the United States to the credit of the * Chippewa in Minne-
gota Fund” and shall bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent per
annum to be credited to the principal fund semiannually and dis-
posed of only as herein provided, Whenever the combined fund of

sfate the
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principal and interest reaches a sufficient amount the Secretary of the
Interior iz authorized In his diserctlon to make similar withdrawals,
payments, and deposits therefrom ns provided in se¢tion 8§ hereof, to
all enrolied Indinns living on the date thereof.

Bec. §. The SBecretary of the Interior is authorized In his dlscre:
tion uwpon satisfactory showing of competency to transfer te the com-
petent roll the names of any adult Indlang originally enrolled as Incom-
petent and the names of any minors on the incompetent or orphan
minor roll nupon reaching the age of 21 years, and to pay to them their
resgective pro rata sharves of the incompetent fund created by section
8 hereof thea avnilable, and upon such transfer to withdraw from
the Tressury of the Unlted States and deposit at Intereat In properly
bonded banks the shares of the minor chililren of sald adults subject
to payment to the parents or guardians as provided in said section 8:
Provided, That until such withdrawal the Incompetent adults, their
minor children, and orphan minors ghall have no vested or descvendible
right to their respeetlve shares, which In the event of death prior
thercto shall remain In the fund.

8rc. 6. An annual appropriation Is hereby authorized in ench
amount ns may be necessary, with the approval of Congress, from the
* Chippewa fn Minnesota Fund, Incompetent Indians' for expenditure
in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interfor for the rellef of dls-
tross of such Incompotent Indians os may be in need thereof.

Src, 7. Except ns to sectlon 1 bercof thls act shall not become
effoctive until two-thirds of the properly enrolled male Chippewa
Indiang of Minnesota over 18 years of age shall have agreed thereto
in writing and until a proclamation of the President to that effect,
The commission i suthorized to present and explain this act to the
Indians for the purpose of obtalning thelr approval and to submit a
report thereof to the Sceretary of the Iunterior.

Bge, 8. The Secrotary of the Intéricr i1s hereby authorized to make
all needful rules and regulations for earrying into effect the provisions
of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Benate as amended, and the
amendment was coneurred in

The bill wae ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passcd.

The title wwas amended so as to read: “A bill authorizing the
classificntion of the Chippewa Indians in Minnesota, and for
other purposes.” -

HILLS PASSED OVER

The bLill (8. 1924) for the relief of the Ulntah and White
River Tribes of Ute Indians of Utah was announced as next in
order. .

Mr. MoNARY. T ask that that bLill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. $863) authorlzing and directing the Secretary of
the Interior to examine a certain Senate report on Indinn
traders and to take certain action in respect thereto, and for
other purpeses, was announced as next in order.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, Presfdent, ithe Secretary of
the Interior reports adversely on this bill, and it seems to me
that he gives very good reasons why it should not be passed.
There is no explanation by the committee why they recommend
the passage of the bill notwithstanding the adverse report of
the Secretary of the Interior. Therefore I ask that the bill go
over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

SENECA NATION OF INDIANS OF SEW YORK

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill (8. 8728) to grant to the State of New York and
the Seneca Nation of Indiaus jurisdietion over the taking of fish
and game within the Allegany, Cattaraugus, and Oil Spring
Indian Reservations, which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs with an amendment on page 2, after
line 6, to insert the following proviso:

Provided, That thls act shall be inapplicable to lands formerly 4n
the Oil Bpring Reservation and beretofore acquired by the State of New
York by condemnation proceedings.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, clo., That on and after the effective date of this act
the Inws of the Btate of New York (Including laws herelnafter en-
ncted) relating to the taking of game and flah shall ba applicable to
the taking of game and fish within the Allegany, Cattaraungus, and
0i1 Bpring Indian Reservations in the Btate of New York; except
that—

(1) Any such law which discriminates agninst the Indians and in
favor of any other person shall not be applicable: and

(2) The Beneca Natlon of Indians shall have the exclusive right to
authorise, and to issue permits and llcenses for, the taking of game
and fisk. within such reservations,
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(8) Provided, That this act shall be Mmapplicable to lands formerly
in the Oil Spring Heservation and heretofors acquired by the State
of New York by condemnation proceedings,

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was coneurred in,
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.
OLAIMS FOR DAMAGES FROM ARMY OPERATIONS

The bill (H. R, 9035) for the payment of claims for damages
to and loss of property, perfonal injuries, and for other pur-
poses ineident to the operation of the Army, wus considered as
in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Henate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

CLAIMS OF INDIAN TRIBES IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

The Senate, as In Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bl (8. 3185) aunthorizing certain Indinn tribes and
bands, or any of them, residing in the State of Washington, to
present their elaims to the Court of Claims, which had been
reported from the Committee om Indian Affairs with an amend-
ment, in gection 4, page 6, line 13, after the word * recovery,”
l? insert “ by any of said tribes or bands,” so as to make the
bill read:

Be it enacteg, cte., That jurladiction ls hereby eonferred on the
Court of Claims, with the right to appeal to the Supreme Conrt of the
United States by elther party, as in other caees, notwithstanding the
Iapre of time or sintutes. of limitation, to hear, examine, and adjudi-
catn'and render judgment in any and all legal and equitable eloinys of
the Okanogen, Methow, San Poells (or Ban Poll), Nespelemn, Colville,
and Lake Indisn Tribes or Bands of the State of Washingion, or any
of suld tribes or bends, agalnst the Unlied Btates arirlog umder or
growlng out of the original Indian title, claim, or rights of the sald
Indlan tribes and bands, or any of gald tribes or bands (with whom no
treaty has been made), in, to, or upon the whole or any part of the
lnnds und thele appurtennanees 1o the State of Washington embraced
within the followlng general descriptions, to wit: Commencing at the
Intersection of the west bank of the Okdnogan River with the interna-
tional boundary line, between the Province of British Columbla, Can-
ada, and the State of Wnashington, thence west along sald llne to its
intersectlon with the summit of the mmin ridge of the Cascade Moun-
talns; thence In 'a southerly direction along the summit of suid main
ridge of the Cascade Mountaing to a polnt wliere the northern trllio-
taries of Lnke Chelan and the southern trilimtaries of the Methow
River have thelr rlse; thence southeasterly on the divide between the
waters of Lake ‘Chelan and the dMethow EBlver to the Columbia River;
thence, croseing the Columbla Rilver in a trueline course enst, to a
point whose longitude 1s 119 degrees and 10 milnutes; thence In &
true south course to the Government survey townshilp line between
townships 24 and 25 north; thence east along sald township line ta
Hawk Creek, in Lincoln County, Wash, ; thence down said Howk Creek
to its intersection with the Columbin River; thence westwardly along
the south bank of the Columbia River to a point opposite the mouth
of the Okanogan River; thence north seross the Columbin River and
up the west bank of the Okanogan River to the place of beginning;
nlso, commencing on the north bank of the Spokans River at its junc-
tion with' the Columbia River, thenee in a portheasterly direction along
the gummit of the ridge separating tlie dralnsge bLasin of the Rpo-
kene Itiver from that of the Columbia River and its tribatary, the
Colville River, to the mnin ridge of the Cullspell Mouninine; thence
in a northerly direction along the summit of the muain rldge of snld
Calispell Mountaing, extended, to the internaticnal boundary line be-
tween sald Province of British Columbla, Cansda, snd the Biaté of
Washington ; thence west along said line to the east bank of the Co-
lumbin River; thence in a gemeral southerly direction nlong sald cast
bank of the Columbia Llver to the sald mouth of the Bpokane River;
alsa, comnrencing at o point on the west bank of the Columbin River
opposite the mouth of the Spoksne River; thence in a general north-
erly direction to and slong the summit of the maln ridge dlviding the
waters of the San Poll River from those of the Columbia and Kettle
Rivers, and along the summif of gald ridge extended northeérly to the
gald International boundary line between the Provines of British Co-
jumbia and the Stute of Washington; thence west along sald interna-
tlonal boundary line to the summit of the main ridge separating the
witers of the Okanogan River from those of the upper Kettle River;
thenee in n general sgoutherly direction to and along the summnit of
the divide between the waters of said Okanogan River and those of
Nespelem Creek to the north bank of the Columbla Itiver; thence in
& general easterly direction along the north bank of the Columbia
River to a polnt opposite the mouth of the Bpokane River, the place of
beglnning ; which sald lands or rights therein or thereto are claimed to
have been taken awany from eald Imdian tribes and bands, or some of
them, by the United States, recovery therefor In no event to exceed
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$1.25 per acre; together with all other claims of sald tribes or bands
of Indians, or any of sald tribes or bands, arising under or growing
out of fishing rights and privileges held and enjoyed by said tribes and
bands, or any of them, in the waters of the Columbia River and its
tributaries; or arising or growing out of hunting rights and privi-
leges held and enjoyed by said tribes and bands, or any of them, in
common with other Indians in the * conrmon hunting grounds™ east
of the Rocky Mountalns as reserved by and described in the treaty
with Blackfoot Indions, October 1T, 1855 (11 Stat. L. pp. 657 to 662),
and which are claimed to have been taken away from said tribes and
bands, or any of them, by the United States without any treaty or
agreement with such Indian claimants therefor and without com-
pensation to them.

See. 2. Any and all clalms against the United States within the
purview of this act shall be foréver barred unless suit or suits be insti-
tuted or petition, subject to amendment, be filed as herein provided
in the Court of Claims within five years from the date of the approval
of this act, and such suit or suits shall make the said Okanogan,
Methow, San Poells (or San Poil), Nespelem, Colville, and Lake Indian
Tribes or Bands of Washington, or any of sald tribes or bands, party
or parties, plaintiff, and the United States party defendant. The peti-
tion shall be verified by the attorney or attorneys cmployed to prose-
cute such elalm or claims under contract with the Indians approved
in accordance with existing law; and said contract shall be executed
in their behalf by a committee or committees selected by said Indians
as provided by existing law. Official letters, papers, documents and
records, maps, or certified copies thereof may be used in evidence, and
the departments of the Government shall give anccess to the attorney
or attorneys of said Indians to such treaties, papers, maps, corre-
spoudence, or reports as they may reguire in the prosecution of auy
suit or suits instituted under this act.

Sec. 3. In =aid suoit or suits the court shall also hear, examine,
consider, and adjudivate any claims which the United States may have
against the said. Indian tribes and bands, or any of them, but any
payment or paymeats which have been made by the United States
upon any such claim or claims shall not operate as an estoppel, but
may be pleaded as an offset in such sult or suits, as may gratuities,
if any, paid to or expended for said Indian tribes and bands, or any
of them.

S8ec, 4. Any other tribes or bands of Indians the court may deem
necessary to a final determination of any suit or suits brought here-
under may be joined therein as the court may order: Procided, That
gpon final determination of such suit or suits the Court of Claims
shall have jurisdiction to fix and determine a reasonable fee, not to
excecd 10 per cent of the recovery, by any one of said tribes or bands,
and in no event to exceed the sum of $25,000 for any one of sald tribes
or bands of Indians, together with all necessary and proper expenses
incurred in the preparation and prosecution of such suit or suits
to be paid to the attorney or attorneys employed as herein provided
by the said tribes or bands of Indians, or any of said tribes or bands,
and the same shall be included In the decree, and shall be paid out of
any suom or sums adjudged to be due sald tribes or bands, or any of
them, and the balance of such sum or sums shall be placed in the
Treasury of the United States, where it shall draw interest at the
rate of 4 per cent per annum.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in,
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.
WILLIAM MORTESEN

The bill (8. 1113) for the relief of William Mortesen was
considered as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims
with an amendment, on page 1, line 8, after the words * sum
of,” to strike out *$20,000” and insert * £1,000," so as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Willlam Mortesen, the sum
of $1,000 for assistance rendered to the Umited States Government
in land cases in Oregon. -

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concnrred in.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reatlmg,
read the third time, and passed.
FOREIGN COMMERCE SERVICE

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that
the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business
719, being House bill 3858, to establish in the Bureau of For-
eign and Domestic Commerce of the Department of Commerce
a Foreign Commerce Service of the United States, and for
other purposes.
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Mr. McNARY and Mr. ASHURST addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio is
recognized. The Chair was inquiring of the Clerk whether the
end of the calendar had been reached.

Mr, WILLIS. I will state briefly my request.

This is a House bill, and its enactment is very much desired
by the Commerce Department. The Committee on Commerce
has considered the bill fully. I think it will take only a minute
to pass it; and I therefore ask unanimous consent to proceed
to the consideration of Order of Business 719.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

Mr. TRAMMELL. I should like to have the bill read.

Mr. McNARY and Mr. ASHURST addressed the Chair,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon is
recognized.

Mr., McNARY. Mr. President, I assumed that we would
conform to the unanimous-consent agreement, that after we
had concluded the bills on the calendar we would start with
the first number and go to the point where we started this
evening,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If objection is made, the
unanimous-consent agreement must be carried out.

Mr. McNARY. I have no objection to the Senator’s bill.
It would piease me greatly to accommodate him, but I think
we should conform to the agreement that was made a few days
Ago.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made.

Mr. WILLIS. I withdraw the request if Senators object.

RELIFF OF PERSONS IN MILITARY AND NAVAL SERVICES FROM CLAIMS
FOR OVERPAYMENT

Mr, MEANS. Mr. President, I ask that we return to Order
of Business 924, House bill 4001, to relieve persons in the mili-
tary and naval services of the United States during the war
emergency period from. claims for overpayment at that time not
involving fraud. That is a bill that was reached earlier this
evening, and an objection was raised to it at the time. This is
not a request to go back to an earlier bill, and therefore would
come under the agreement,

I ask that Order of Business 924, House bill 4001, be re.referred
to the Committee on Military Affairs, with the request that they
communicate with the Compfroller General in order that we
may have his opinion upon the bill. I think that is guite neces-
sary and desirable, and I do not believe the bill can pass until
we do hear from the Comptroller General.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

SEVERAL SzyaTors, Regular order!

Mr. WADSWORTH. I object to the request that the bill be
referred back to the Committee on Military Affairs with
instructions to that committee to ask for a report from the
Comptroller General.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the
regular order is demanded. The Secretary will state the first
bill on the calendar,

OIL AND GAS MINING LEASES

Mr. BRATTON obtained the floor.

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
Mexico yield to the Senator from Arlzona?

Mr. BRATTON. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. CAMERON. I should like to call up Senate bill 4152,
Order of Business 770, to authorize oil and gas mining leases
upon unallotted lands within Executive order Indian reserva-
tions, and for other purposes.

Mr. WILLIS. Regular order!

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order iz de-
manded. The Secretary will state the first bill on the cal-
endar.

INDIAN TRADERS

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, my attention was attracted
elsewhere at the time Order of Business No. 999, Senate bill
3363, was reached.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, has that bill been passed over
to-night?

Mr. BRATTON. Objection was made to its consideration,
but my attention was attracted elsewhere at the time.

Mr., McNARY. Very well. It is among the ecalendar num-
bers that were considered to-night?

Mr. BRATTON. Yes; just a moment ago. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
title of the bill.

The CHier CLERK. A bill (8. 3363) authorizing and directing
the Secretary of the Interior to examine a certain Senate report
on Indian traders and to take certain action in respect thereto,
and for other purposes.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to returning
to the bill?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, that is a bill to
which I objected. The Secretary reports adversely on the bill.
There is nothing in the report showing why the committee did
not eoncur in his recommendation.

Mr. BRATTON. I rose for the purpose of attempting to
explain the action of the committee, if I may have unanimous
consent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to return-
ing {0 Order of Business 999, passed over at the request of the
Senator from Washington?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Giving consent to return to
it would not prevent objecting to its consideration, as I under-
stand.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
tary will read the bill,

The Secretary read the bill, which had been reported from
the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, to strike
out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That the Secretary of the Tieasury is authorized and directed to
pay to Blanche E. Little, individually and as assignee of Alice T.
Johnson and Andrew W. Little, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $8,133, being the amount of
the losses sustained by her husband, Willlam R. Little, now deceased,
as Indian trader at the Sac and Fox Agency, Okla. (through no fault
of his own), as appears from the report of the Select Committee on
Indian Traders of the United States Senate, submitted March 2,
1889,

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, the facts supporting this
bill are briefly these:

William R. Little was an Indian trader upon this reserva-
tion. His license as such was about to expire. Two brothers—
one living in Texas and one in Tennessee, as I now recall—
came to the reservation, and represented that they had a
license, and made arrangements with Little to represent them,
letting his license expire with the expectation of representing
the new licensee.

Soon thereafter a man from Iowa appeared on the same
reservation with a license, and made arrangements with an-
other trader, the competitor of Little, to represent him.
Little came to Washington to investigate the matter, and dur-
ing his negotiations with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
here he was asked whether or not this Towa man was on the
He replied that

Without objection, the Secre-

reservation and engaged as a trader there.
the Iowa man was not there, not so engaged.

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs had certain letters
written by the Iowa man and mailed at this agency, and he
concluded that Little was deceiving him and telling him an
untruth. As the result of that, and to penalize Little, the
commissioner forced him to leave the reservation, sell his
bunildings at a loss, and forego the collection of some $15,000
due him by the Indians, and which they expected to pay when
their money was received from the department. It later de-
veloped that the Iowa man was not on the reservation, and
had not been there, and that Little told the truth, but was
penalized by the commissioner because the commissioner
erroneously believed that Little was deceiving him.

A committee was appointed in 1889, called the Select Com-
mittee on Indian Traders, composed of Senators and Congress-
men. They went on the reservation and made a personal in-
vestigation, and estimated that the loss was about $15,000. A
number of bills have been introduced for the purpose of reim-
bursing these people in part for their loss. Little is dead.
His two children are of age now. They have assigned their
interest in the claim to the claimant here, their mother; and
the bill as amended fixes the loss at $8,133, compensating them
in part for the loss sustained by Litile because the Indian
commissioner penalized him for actnally telling the truth.

It 1s & moral obligation. There is no legal liability, but it
rests upon a moral rather than any legal obligation.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I am Inclined to
think that this bill had better go over until I can look into it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill
will be passed over.

Mr. WILLIS. I call for the regular order,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
first bill on the calendar.

BILL PASSED OVER

The first business on the calendar was the bill (8. 1859) for
the relief of Patrick O. Wilkes, alias Clebourn P. Wilkes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine] has asked that this
bill be passed over, and it will be passed over.
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HOME CARE FOR DEPENDENT CHILDREN

The bill (8. 1929) to provide home care for dependent chil-
dren in the District of Columbia was announced as next in
order.

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, the Senate having alrveady
passed House bill 7669, which is identically the same, I move
that Senate bill 1929 be indefinitely postponed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from Kansas.

The motion to postpone indefinitely was agreed to.

BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 2607) for the purpose of more effectively meeting
the obligations of the existing migratory bird treaty with Great
Britain by the establishment of migratory bird refuges to fur-
nish in perpetuity homes for migratory birds, the provision of
funds for establishing such areas, and the furnishing of ade-
quate protection of migratory birds, for the establishment of
public shooting grounds to preserve the American system of
rn(ele shooting, and for other purposes, was announced as next in
order.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, the Senator from
Utah [Mr. King] has asked me to request that that bill go
over.

Mr. BLEASE. I move to postpone the bill indefinitely.

Mr. NORBECK. To postpone what indefinitely? [Laughter.]

Mr. FERNALD. I call for the regular order,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the request of the Senator
from Washington, the bill will be passed over. The motion to
postpone indefinitely is not in order.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 51) providing for the comple-
tion of the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier in the Arlington
National Cemetery was announced as next in order.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, an amendment is to be offered to
that joint resolution by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Reen]. He is not present, and I ask that it go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

AMENDMERT OF PITTMAN ACT

The bill (8. 7566) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to
complete purchases of silver under the act of April 23, 1918,
commonly known as the Pittman Act, was announced as next
in order.

Mr. COUZENS. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. PITTMAN. Notwithstanding the objection, I move that
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from Nevada.

Mr. PITTMAN. On that I demand the yeas and nays.

Mr. COUZENS. Mr, President, that is not in accordance
with the ananimons-consent agreement.

Mr. ASHURST. Yes; it is. It is directly in acecordance
with it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will held that the
motion is in accordance with the agreement, and is in order,
Is the demand for the yeas and nays seconded?

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Il'he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ASHURST .
voted in the affirmative.

Mr. COUZENS. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his
point of order.

Mr, PITTMAN. There can be no interruption after the roll
call starts.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well
taken. The Secretary will resume the calling of the roll

The Chief Clerk resumed the calling of the roll.

Mr. BAYARD (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Reep]. Not knowing how he would vote, in his absence I
withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should vote * yea.”

Mr. BROUSSARD (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the senior Senator from New Hampshire (Mr,
Moses). I transfer that pair to my colleague, the senior Sena-
tor from Louisiana [Mr. Ransperr], and will vote. 1 vote
“ yea.|’

Mr, FERNALD (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the senior Senator from New Mexico [Mr.
Jones]. Not knowing how he would vote on this question, I
withhold my vote.
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Mr. HARRISON (when Mr. StepHENS'S name was ecalled).
aiy colleague is necessarily absent. If present, he would vote

yea.”

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Has the junior
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OveErMAN] voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That Senator has not voted.

Mr. WARREN. I am paired with the junior Senator from
North Carolina. I transfer my pair to the junior Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] and vote * yea."

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. BAYARD. I have a general pair with the junior Senator
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep]. I transfer my pair to the
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. GeEorce], and vote * yea.”

Mr. JONES of Washington., I desire to announce the fol-
lowing general pairs: .

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Pont] with the Senator
from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] ;

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Girrerr] with the
Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoOOD]

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curris] with the Senator
from South Carelina [Mr. SamiTH] ;

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Harrerp] with the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. Simmoxs]; and

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLeax] with the Sena-
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass].

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Jjunior Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] is absent because of iliness. If he
were present, he would vote “ yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 82, nays 9, as follows:

YEAS—32
Ashurst Din Means Robinson, Ind.
Bayard Ferris Neely Sheppard
Blease Hale Norbeck Shipstead
Bratton Harrison Oddie Stanfield
Broussard Heflin Pepper Trammell
Cameron Jones, Wash, Pine Wadsworth
Capper McNary Plttman Walsh
Copeland Mayfield Robinson, Ark, Warren

NAYS—9
Bingham Deneen Howell Sackett
Butler Fess Metcalf Willis
Couzens

NOT VOTING—B55

Borah Gerry Lenroot Shortridge
Bruce Gillett McKellar Simmons
Caraway Glass McKinley Smith
Cummins Goff McLean Smoot \/
Curtis Gooding McMaster Steck
Dale Greene Moses Stephens
du Pont Harreld Norris Swanson
Edge Harris Nye Tyson
Edwards Johnson Overman Underwood
Ernst Jones, N. Mex. Phipps Watson
Fernald Kendrick Rangdell Weller
Fletcher Keyes Reed, Mo, Wheeler
Frazier Klnlg Reed, Willinms
George La Follette Schall

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Only 41 Senators having
voted, a quorum is not present. The clerk will call the roll to
disclose the presence of a guorum.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Deneen LlcNar{ Backett
Bayard Dill Hayﬂe d Sheppard
Bingham Fernald Means Shipstead
Blease Ferris + Neely Stanfield
Bratton Fess Norbeck Trammell
Broussard Hale Oddie Wadsworth
Butler Hurrison Pepper Walsh
Cameron Heflin Pine Warren
Capper Howell Pittman Willis
Copeland Jones, Wash. Robinson, Ark.

Couzens La Follette Robinson, Ind,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Only 42 Senators having
answered fo their names, there is not a quorum present.

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 10 o'clock and
50 minutes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 4,
1926, at 12 o’clock meridian.

CONFIRMATIONS
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 8, 1926
POSTMASTERS
ALABAMA
Knox McEwen, Rockford.
Leonard F. Underwood, Shawmut.
CALIFORNIA

Lloyd E. Smith, Anderson.
Adeline M. Rogers, Centerville,

Edward D. Mahood, Corte Madera.

Robert G. Isaacs, Montague.

Cynthia P. Griffith, Wheatland.

Frank C. Pollard, Yreka.
CONNECTICUT

Francis W. Chaffee, jr., Eagleville.

Walfred C. Carlson, Washington Depot.

GEORGIA

Richard E. Lee, Concord.

John W. Berryhill, Lakeland,

Christine P. Hankinson, McDonough.

Sallie G. Purvis, Pembroke.

Bernie C. Chapman, Porterdale.

ILLINOIS
Helen N. Haugh, Atkinson.
KANSAS
Anna L. January, Osawatomie.
KENTUCKY

Chester Roach, Dundee.
John 8. Marksbury, Williamstown.

LOUISTANA
Eula M. Jones, Trout.
MAINE
Lillian L. Guptill, Newcastle.
MASSACHUSETTS
Charles W, Hardie, Harwich Port.
MISSOURI

William P. Rowland, Bevier.
May Carpenter, Burlington Junction.
NEBRASKA
Marie A. Lybolt, Brunswick.
Herbert M. Hanson, Clay Center.
Maurice J. Meseraull, Doniphan.
Andrew E. Stanley, Loomis,
Bessie R. Adams, Palmer,
NEW HAMPSHIRE
Ervin W. Hodsdon, Center Ossipee.
Harrlet A. Reynolds, Kingston,
NEW JERSEY
Charles H. Mingin, Mays Landing.
NEW YORK
Harry L. Carhart, Coeymans.
James E. McDonald, Cohoes.
John C. Sweeny, Hartsdale.
Everett 8. Turner, Haverstraw.
Clarence M. Herrington, Johnsonville,
Dana J. Duggan, Niagara University.
Violet Breen, Roslyn Heights.
NORTH DAKOTA
Fred Fercho, Lehr.
OKLAHOMA
William C. Yates, Comanche.
PENNSYLVANIA
Charles E. Ehrhart, Dallastown.
Emma Zanders, Mauch Chunk.
John E. Showalter, Terre Hill
William D. Ghrist, Uniontown.
SOUTH CAROLINA
Ralph W. Wall, Campobello.
SOUTH DAKOTA
Florence M. Jones, Chester.
Clarence J. Curtin, Emery.
James T. Leahy, Fedora.
Robert . Gibson, Geddes.
Theresa R. Harrington, Montrose.
Charles P. Decker, Roscoe.
Paul ¥. W. Knappe, Tripp.

UTAH
Clark Allred, Delta.
WEST VIRGINTA

Ruferd E. Gillespie, Man,
Charles J. Parsons, Sabraton.

WYOMING

Nérman D. Sherman, Edgerton.
Ralph R. Long, Gillette.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Traurspay, June 3, 1926

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev, James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Heavenly father of life and hope, abide with us this day.
Spare us from the resentful and sharp passions of unguarded
moments. Lead us calmly in the pathway of duty. Merci-
fully keep us from any act that would mar or reproach our
stations in public or private life. Teach us, blessed Lord, the
virtue of unrequited toil and the joy of service done in love,
the rest of a heart that rejoices amidst the mere clamor and
dust of things. May we be impressed with the strength of dis-
cipline and with the sacred stillness when the world is shut out.
OQur hearts sing, “ God cares.” When the lights die down from
our path, when love and music leave us to silence, when
shadows hang over us through long hours, when strength is
feeble, when friends forsake, when the spirit feels the shame
of wrong, O our hearts cry out, * God cares.” Honor and glory
to Thy boly name. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read.

During the reading of the Journal the following occurred:

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to make a point of
order. I do not, of course, intend to apply any criticism to the
Clerk because I know the ordinary custom in the House, but
yesterday was an exceptional day, with a large amount of
important business, and I make the point of order that the
Journal should be read in full.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal,

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the names
read of those voting yea and nay on the roll call.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the Journal be approved without further reading.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mons consent that the further reading of the Journal be dis-
pensed with. Is there objection?

Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will stand
approved.

Mr. CRAMTON.

The SPEAKER.
Journal.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. CramToN) there were—ayes 157, noes none,

So the Journal was approved.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the
ground that there is not a quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan objects to
the vote on the ground that there is not a guorum present.
The Chair will count, [After counting.] Two hundred and
thirty Members are present, a guorum.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr, Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands the
yeas and nays. Those in favor of ordering the yeas and nays
will rise and stand until counted. [After counting.] Twenty-
nine gentlemen have risen, not a sufficient number.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a count by tellers.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks for a
count by tellers. As many as are In favor of taking this vote
by tellers will rise and stand until counted.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.
Is a count by tellers permitted in this situation under the rules?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I asked for a count by tellers
on the question of ordering the yeas and nays.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr, Speaker, I submit that the count of
the Chair is conclusive on that question.

The SPEAKER. In order that all Members may under-
stand clearly, the Chair understood that the gentleman from
Michigan demanded tellers on the question of ordering the
yeas and nays. As many as are in favor of taking the vote
by tellers will rise and stand until counted. [After counting.]
Twenty-seven gentlemen have risen, not a sufficient number.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr, Speaker, my request was for a teller
count on the demand for the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that as to that it will
be necessary to have the same number of Members rise as on
the ordinary vote by tellers.

Mr, HOWARD. Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman from
Nebraska rise?

I object, Mr. Speaker.
The question is on the approval of the
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Mr. HOWARD. For the purpose of asking that the Recorp
be corrected. I desire the REcomrp corrected——

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
.fihe Jt:uumal having been approved it is too late to correct the

ournal.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr, Speaker, I yield to the Speaker but
not to Michigan.

The SPEAKER. The vote just-had discloses the fact that
the Journal stands approved.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order. I
did not request the gentleman from Nebraska to yield to
Michigan but simply to comply with the rules of the House,
I make the point of order.

Mr., CHINDBLOM. Mr.
order? -

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Michigan
will not object, but under the rule it is too late to amend the
Journal after it has been approved.

The SPEAKER. The Journal has been apprmed and the
gentleman from Nebraska asks unanimous consent to correct
the RECORD.

There was no objection.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bill
of the following title:

H. R.10827. An act to provide more effectively for the national
defense by increasing the efficiency of the Air Corps of the
Army of the United States, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill
(8. 1059) for the relief of R. Clyde Bennett.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed
without amendment bills of the following titles:

H. R.3446. An act for the relief of Ulric O. Thynne ;

H. R. 5507. An act for the relief of Agnes M. Harrison, post-
mistress at Wheeler, Miss.; and

H.R.11385. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Georgia-Florida Bridge Co. to construct a toll bridge across
the Chattahooche River at or near Neals Landing in Seminole
County, Ga.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill
(5. 4251) to amend and supplement the naturalization laws,
and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint
resolution (8. J. Res. 71) authorizing the Secretary of the
Interior to establish a trust fund for the Kiowa, Comanche,
and Apache Indians in Oklahoma, and making provision for
the same.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed
a joint resolution (8. J. Res. 113) authorizing the selection of
a site and the erection of a pedestal for the Albert Gallatin
statue in Washington, D. C.

The message also announced that the Vice President had
appointed Mr. WapsworTH a member of the conference com-
mittee on the part of the Senate on the bill (H. R. 7906)
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers
and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, ete, and cer-
tain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War,
and to widows of such soldiers and sailors, vice Mr. FERNALD,
excused.

The message also announced that the Vice President had
appointed Mr. WADSWORTH a member of the conference com-
mittee on the part of the Senate on the bill (H. R. 9966)
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers
and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and certain soldiers
and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to widows
of such soldiers and sailors, vice Mr. FERNALD, excused.

ENROLLED BILL BIGNED

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled’ Bills, re-
ported that the committee had examined and found truly
enrolled bill of the following title, when the Speaker signed
the same:

H. R. 8489. An act to relinguish the tifle of the United States
to the land in the claim of Thomas Durnford, situate in the
county of Baldwin, State of Alabama.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the
United States for his approval the following bills:

Speaker, what is the point of
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H. R. 8489, An act to relinquish the title of the United States
to the land in the claim of Thomas Durnford, situate in the
county of Baldwin, State of Alabama ; and

H. R.10312. An act to authorize the disposition of lands no
longer needed for naval purposes.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Mr. CAMPBELIL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that the committee had examined and found truly en-
rolled bill of the following titie, when the Speaker signed the
sume:

8.1039. An act for the relief of R. Clyde Bennett.,

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED

Senute joint resolution was taken from the Speaker's table
and referred to its appropriate committee indicated below :

Senate joint resolution (8. J. Hes, 113) authorizing the selec-
tion of a site and the erection of a pedestal for the Albert Gal-
latin statue in Washington, D, C.; to the Committee on the
Library.

INDEBTEDNESS OF THE KINGDOM OF THE BERBS, CROATS, AND
BLOVENES

Mr. GREEN of Iowa, chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, by direction of that committee presented a privileged
report on the bill (H. R. 11948) to authorize the settlement of
the indebtedness of the Kingdom of the Serbs, Croats, and
Slovenes, which was read a first and second time, and, with the
accompanying papers, referred to the Union Calendar and or-
dered printed.

DEPORTATION OF CERTAIN ALIENS

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I
may have two legislative days in which to file minority views
on the bill (H. R. 12444) to provide for the deportatmn of cer-
tain aliens, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

LEGIBLATION AFFECTING CIVII. WAR AND WORLD WAR VETERANS

Mr. BROWNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp upon the subject of leglslation
pending before the House.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BROWNE. Mr. Speaker, this session of Congre&s is
drawing to a close, The next session of Congress, which is
the short session, will take up very little legislation besides the
necessary appropriation bills. It is therefore important that if
we are to enact legislation that it must be enacted berore the
summer adjournment.

There are a number of bills which the public are very much
interested in which have been thoroughly considered by com-
mittees and reported favorably by them, and which I believe
an overwhelming majority of the Members of the House and
Senate are in favor of. These bills seem to be sleeping the
peaceful sleep of death, and apparently it is not the intention
of the forces that are controlling legislation to allow these
bills to be voted upon. The only way to get action is to refuse
to adjourn until these important measures are brought up and
the membership of the House given an opportunity to act
upon them.

I wish to direct my remarks on this occasion to a few of
these bills which, after being thoroughly considered, have been
favorably reported out of the committees many weeks, and
some of them months ago, and which I believe if brought to a
vote would pass the House of Representatives and the Senate
by overwhelming majorities. < .

INCREASE OF PENSIONS FOR CIVIL WAR VETERANS

I wish to take up first H. R. 4023, a bill increasing pen-
sions to Civil War veterans, and known as the Elliott bill
The Elliott bill was thoroughly considered by the Pension Com-
mittee, and on April 9, 1926, reported favorably by a unanimous
vote of that committee.. The committee in reporting out this
bill said, in substance, that it was the opinion of the committee
that the soldiers of the Civil War and their widows should
receive first consideration in the granting of pensions for the
reason fhat they are now all old men and women and fast pass-
ing away, and for the further reason that originally they re-
ceived only a very meager pension, and then only for wounds or
disabilities incurred in the service and in line of duty; and
widows' pensions were only granted where death of the veteran
was due directly to his service. 'No service pensions were
granted until 25 years after the close of the Civil War, and
then only for disability and for $6 to $12 a month, while the
widows were allowed only $8 a month. The Elliott bill pro-
vides that every person who served 90 days or more in the
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Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the Unlted States during the
Civil War who has been honorably discharged by reason of
disability incurred in the service or is now upon the pension
roll as a Civil War veteran, and who is now in receipt of a pen-
sion of less than $72 per month, shall be entitled to a pension
at the rate of $72 per month.

That the widow of any such soldier who having been married
to such soldier prior to the 27th of June, 1915, shall be entitled
to a pension at the rate of $50 a month, and that Army nurses
of the Civil War, whose names are now on the pension roll
shall be pald a pension of $50 a month.

YETERAXS XNEED INCREASE OF PENSION AND NEED IT NOW

At the close of the Civil War when the Army of the Potomae
marched up Pennsylvania Avenue there was a large banner
extending across the street upon which was inseribed these
words: "There is one debt that this Government can never
repay, it is the debt of gratitude that it owes its eitizen
soldiers.” The sentiment expressed upon this banner was the
sentiment of the American people. It is now over 60 years
since the termination of the war. Every soldier who partici-
pated in that struggle, upon which the very life of the Nation
depended, is an old man with only a few more years to live;
the average age of the Civil War veterans living is over 80,
and their widows over 75 years. A very large number of those
who served in the Civil War are unable to support themselves
upon their present income. The pension proposed in this bill
will not purchase as much as the pension received by these same
veterans 10 years ago. I believe that every soldier who en-
listed made a sufficient sacrifice to entitle him to a decent and
comfortable support during his declining years. When these
veterans enlisted at their country’s call the property owners of
the country made a solemn pledge that the soldiers, their
widows and orphans, should be the chosen wards of this Gov-
ernment, and should be protected against want. I do not be-
lieve that the rank and file of the American people have for-
gotten that pledge even if those in high official position appar-
ently have done so.

This legislation, if passed, will probably be the last expres-
sion of Congress in trying to discharge the debt of gratitude
which the people of this Nation owe to the aged veterans of
the Civil War.

I voted for and supported in every way I could the bill that
provided for an increase in the pension of Qivil War veterans
which passed Congress at its last session and regretted exceed-
ingly that the President of the United States vetoed the action
of Congress. This veto, however, does not justify the Congress
to-day from bringing out this bill on the floor and allowing a
vote to be taken upon it. The Republican Party in the past
has prided itself on its generosity toward the soldiers. The
Republican Party has a large working majority in both the
House and the Senate, It can not, therefore, shirk its respon-
sibllity and excuse itself on the ground that the Treasury of
the United States will not stand an appropriation of this kind,
when it is appropriating over $500,000,000 for the support of
the Army and Navy and under a retroactive law passed by this
Congress is handing back in the way of inheritance taxes %83,
000,000 which had already been collected from the heirs who
inherited it from estates valued at over a million dollars and

‘| who did not earn a dollar of the property inherited.

WORLD WAR VETERANS

‘While T am on the subject regapding our duties toward vet-
erans I also wish to call the attention of Congress to three
bills affecting the World War veterans that have been passed
out of the committees unanimously, but are being held back
by the same power which is strangling the Civil War vet-
erans' bill.

First. The Johnson bill, upon which hearings were held from
January 6 until January 20, when a subcommittee rewrote and
drafted a bill which all of the committee agreed upon, which
bill was known as H. R. 10240, formerly H. R. 4474. This bill
has been waiting for nine weeks for the House to take action,
yet no action is belng taken. This bill was indorsed by the
American Legion, the Disabled American Veterans' Association,
and the Veterans of Forelgn Wars. It liberalizes the present
compensation law in several much-needed particulars and in-
creases the benefits to those suffering from tuberculosis and
other diseases. It also authorizes the Director of the Veterans'
Bureau to complete the education of those now taking voca-
tional training and grants a three-year extension for conversion
term insurance.

Second. The Fitzgerald bill was introduced December 9, 1925, by
Representative Roy G. Frrzeerarp of Ohio, World War veteran,
H, R. 4548, to provide retivement for the disabled emergency

~
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Army officers. This bill had the indorsement of the national
executive committee of the American Legion and many other
veteran organizations. This bill has been held back by the
same powers that have held back the other bills, and which may
be likened to the power behind the throne, which is greater than
the throne itself,

Third. The Mills bill to amend the adjusted compensation
act was rewritten twice, and infroduced January 7, 1926, by
Representative Mirrs, an overseas veteran. Hearings were
held before the Ways and Means Committee of the House and
reported out by Chairman Gzeex before the House under the
number H. R. 10277. The committee was unanimous, yet, on
the 15th of March, when Chairman GreEN attempted to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, he was unable to get recogni-
tion from the Speaker for that purpose, and this bill was
quietly laid by over eight weeks ago. This bill aimed to equal-
ize the benefits of dependents of the veterans and prevents the
disallowance of elaims through mere technicalities. The Amer-
ican Legion says of this bill;

It will bring needed relief to the dependent mothers of our dead,
killed in action in France, -

THE RETIREMENT BILL FOR GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
A statement from the press is as follows:

Retirement plan offered by General I.a.rd. Coolldge studles compro-
mige scheme and is expected to approve it.

Further on the article states:

It was sald at the White House yesterday that the President intends
to devote some part of to<lay studylng the plan.

It will be remembered that it took the joint committee of
the Senate and the House four months with the assistance of
the ablest actuaries in the country to study the retirement
question. Yet; the President, with the assistance of General
Lord, devote part of a day to the study of it, and Congress
is asked to substitute the legislation proposed by the President
instead of that carefully worked out by the joint committee
of the House and Senate, and unanimounsly agreed upon by
them, and passed by the Senate by an overwhelming majority,

AGRICULTURAL RELIEF f

On the question of whether Congress is legislating or is
simply going through the motions and acting as a debating
society, take, for an example. the farm relief bills, -

In the Daily Press of May 8, 1926, we have the double-
leaded headlines:

Confers with President on farm rellef bills—Representative VESTAL
gecks definite expression of sttitude of administration—Representative
VEsTAL, of Indiana, Republican whip of the House, called’ on President
Coolidge on May T to diseuss, he said, the varlous farm relief bills
now belng considered In the House—It was Mr, VEsSTAL'S purpose to
get a definite idea of the administration’s attitude with a possible
view of instructing the Republican organization as to the President's
wishes.

The question arises whether the framers of the Constitution
when they created the legislative branch of the Government
and vested it with the important powers of legislating, that be-
fore any legislation was voted upon the fioor leader of the
majority party, or the whip, should run up to the White House
and ask the Executive what kind of legislation the Congress
of the United States should pass.

Every schoolboy is taught that we have three branches of
government, and that each branch of government is distinct
and independent in the functions that it has to perform, and
that one branch should not be influenced by the other, and also
that the legislative branch of the Government, which was con-
templated first by the fathers who drafted the Constitution, is
first in importance.

Mr, Speaker, I believe that a majority of the Members of
both the House and the Senate are in favor of all of this legis-
lation; yet the membership of the American Congress, which
by long years of independent, courageous action has established
the reputation throughout the world of being the greatest legis-
lative body, is not given the opportunity to vote on legislation
that all political parties favor and which is unanimously re-
ported by its committees.

WHO IS PREVENTING CONGRESS FROM COXSIDERING THESE BILLS?

The floor leader of the House, the affable Member of Con-
gress from Connecticut, confers with the steering committee, a
small body of Republicans, and then coufers with the President
of the United States, and then announces what legislation shall
come before Congress and what legislation shall not come before
Congress,

”~
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Our floor leader, Representative Tirson, of Connecticut, is
very frank with Congress upon what Congress shall be allowed
to do or not do. He stated to the public through the Washing-
ton papers, April 17, 1926, in regard to the retirement bill,
which affected 188,000 faithful Government employees, as
follows :

POSSIBILITY FOR ACTION IS LOST

There is no possibility of any legislation liberalizing retirement for
Federal employees in this session of Congress, Hepresentative JouN Q,
TLLSC:N, leader of the House stated to-day after a conference with
President Coolidge at the White House.

Both the Senate and the House of Represenfatives had
worked faithfully for four mouths upon the retirement bill,
and in joint sessions had unanimously agreed on a retirement
bill, and had reported the same out to their respective Houses,
The Senate has already passed the retirement bill, but our
floor leader consults with the President, and the House of
Representatives is not given the right to even vote upon the
bill, which the committee unanimously reported to the Ilouse,
but In its plnce a bill which provides that the employees pay
more and the Government pays less than under tle present
law is substituted. In other weords, when the Government
employees ask for bread, they are given a stone. It is very
doubtful whether even this compromise becomes a law.

IS CONGRESS REALLY LEGISLATING?

The question therefore arises whether the House of Repre-
sentatives is really legislating or whether it is simply going
throngh the motions and forms of legislating, and is a mere
debating society like many of the so-called legislative bodies
in Europe. I referred to this same matter in a speech that
I made on the retirement bill on the 22d day of April, 1926,
in which F stated as follows:

I object to the President vetoing legislation before it gets to him.
[Applanse.] When any department of Government dictates what
hills shall be considered Ly Congress and what bills shall not, that
department of Government Is encroachlog on the legislative branch
of the Government, and I for one resent it

There Is an effort from certain Interests in the United States to
undermine and belittle the American Congress and make it absolutely
gubservient to the dictates of the Executive. The present Congress
has teen eulogized and lauded by those people who condemned the
Bixty-cighth Congress because it would not take its orders from
them,

The Members of this Congrees are responsible to the people for legis-
lation, and not the President of the United States, If this Congress
believes in letting the President legislate for it, then what is the use
of taking up the time and holding committee meetings for the consid-
eration of bills which will never be voted upon by Congress? [Ap-
plause.] (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, April 22, 1026, pp. THO6-T065.)

Mr. Speaker, I appeal to the membership of the House of
Representatives to assert their independence and pass the bill
increasing the pensions of our Civil War veterans, the bills
clarifying the adjusted compensation act, and preventing the
disallowance of claims on fechnicalities, and the other legisla-
tion I have mentioned beneficial to the World War veterans and
their dependents. Also, to pass the retirement bill, which has
already passed the Senate, and last, but not least, pass a farm
relief bill. 1 voted for the Haugen bill in 1924 and other farm
relief measures, such as the Dickinson bill in the last Congress,
and I voted for the Haugen bill which was defeated a few days
ago and which had the support of a large majority of the Mem-
bers of Congress from every agricnltural State in the Union and
the indorsement of all of the farm organizations, but met its
defeat because the Republican steering committee of the House
of Representatives were against it, notwithstanding all pelit-
ical platforms have promised relief to the farmer.

I am opposed to any adjournment of Congress until the bill
increaging the pension for Civil War veterans is passed and
becomes a law; also the bills I have mentioned affecting the
World War veterans, and until some legislation has been passed
which will give substantial relief to agriculture and also retire-
ment legislation for Government employees,

SCREEN-WAGON CONTRACTS

Mr, GRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take
from the Speaker’s table the bill (8. 1930) ‘to authorize the
Postmaster General to readjust the terms of certain screen-
wagon contracts, and for other purposes, insist upon the House
amendments disagreed to by the Senate, and agree to the con-
ference asked by the Senate.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.
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The Chair appointed the following conferees on the part of
the House: Messrs. SprouL of Illinois, Foss, and RoMJUE.

POSTAGE RATES ON HOTEL-ROOM KEYS AND TAGS

Mr. GRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take
from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R, 92) fixing postage rates
on hotel-room keys and tags, with Senate amendments, disagree
to the Senate amendments, and ask for a conférence.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

The Chair appointed the followilng conferees on the part of
the House : Messrs. Griest, KeLLy, and BeLL.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per-
sonal privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of
privilege. -

Mr. SOSNOWBSKI. Mr. Speaker, I request that the Clerk
read the third paragraph of an editorial of the Chicago Tribune
which refers to my speech in the House, and then I would like
to make my answer in reply to the same.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the paragraph upon
which the gentleman founds his question of privilege.

The Clerk read as follows:

WHY THEY FIOHT THE WATERWAY

The speeches in the House in opposition to the appropriation for the
Illinois waterway are illuminating. The Michigan and Ohlo Repre-
sentatives make it clear that they have been using the Iowering of the
lake levels as the merest pretext for oppositlon. They know that the
dlversion of water from Lake Michigan has had only a slight influence
upon lake levels, They are concerned chiefly to prevent the Gulf water-
way from coming into existence. The opposition centers in Detroit
and Cleveland. These elties, like many other citles on the Lakes, would
benefit from the Lakes to the Gulf waterway. It would lower their
freight rates to the growing markets of the South. Detroit and Cleve
land are forgetting their own advantage In their jealousy of Chiengo.
They conclude that anything which would benefit Chicago could not
possibly advantage them, too. “It is like the Chicago gunman who is
let out on parole and who hurries to gather as much ill-gotten gain as
he can before the milis of justice grind out retribution upon him,’ says
the embattled foreigner who represents Detroit. That Is not the volce
of & mun argulng the merits of a proposed appropriation. The words
are inspired by envy and malice. They can not be answered with
reazon, beeause there Is no reason in them.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
the article does not present a question of personal privilege, I
is not attacking anybody, and I maintain there is no question
of personal privilege involved in the article.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I maintain it challenges my
record as a loyal and patriotic eitizen, and refers to my acts
being inspired by envy and malice.

The SPEAKER. The only question for the Chair to deter-
mine—— ;

Mr. MADDEN, It does not mention the gentleman's name
at all.

The SPEAKER. The only question for the Chair to deter-
mine is whether any portion of this article reflects upon the
gentleman from Michigan in his representative capacity. The
sentence upon which the gentleman lays stress is this—

“It is like the Chicago gunman who is let out on parole and who
hurries to gather as much 1ll-gotten gain as he can before the mills
of justice grind out retribution upon him,” says the embattled foreigner
who represents Detrolt. That is not the volce of a man arguing the
merlts of a proposed appropriation. The words are inspired by envy
end malice. They can not be answered with reason becanse there
is no reason in them.

Mr. MADDEN. Who is the embattled orator?

The SPEAKER. The article states * the embattled foreigner
who represents Detroit.” The Chair thinks—— :

Mr. MADDEN. Will the Speaker hear me a moment?

The SPEAKER. Yes.

Mr. MADDEN. The rules of the House provide that—

Charges made in newspapers against Members in their representativa
capaclties involve privilege, even though the names of individual
Members be not given. But vagne charges Iin newspaper articles,
criticisms, or even misrepresentations of the Members' speeches or
acts have not been entertained.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is quite clear in his mind, how-
ever, that an imputation that the action of a Member of the
House is dictated by envy and malice clearly raises a question
of personal privilege. The Chair thinks the gentleman from
Michigan has founded a question of personal privilege.

Mr, SOSNOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 1 now desire to proceed
with my statement.
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I desire to read into the Recorp and make a part of my
remarks an article from the Chicago Tribune of Saturday,
the 29th of May, 1926. No one has yet questioned my loyalty
or patriotlsm or veracity in anything I have done. I was born
and raised in this country 43 years ago next December, At
every call of the Government I have given of my services. I
served six years in the Seventh United States Cavalry in the
United States, in Cuba, and during the Philippine insurrection.
[Applanse.] I then joined the National Guard, in 1909, and
served with the National Guard, and afterwards with the Fed-
eralized United States Militia on the Mexican border. When
the World War broke out I tendered my services to my country
again and was told by The Adjutant General of the United
States Army that, owing to my disability which I contracted
in the Philippine Islands, I was disabled for further service.
However, I was designated as Federal appeal agent in the
selective service, which position I held from 1917 until the end
of the war. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, I desire to read into the Recorp and make a part
of my remarks an article from the Chicago Tribune of Satur-
day, the 29th of May:

WHY THEY FIGHT THE WATERWAY

The speeches in the House in opposition to the appropriation for the
Illinois waterway are illuminating, The Michigan and Ohio Repre-
sentatives make it clear that they have been using the lowering of the
lake levels as the merest pretext for opposition. They know that the
diversion of water from Lake Michigan has had only a slight influence
upon lake levels, They are concerned chiefly to prevent the Gulf
waterway from coming into existence,

The opposition centers in Detroit and Cleveland. These cities, like
many other cities on the Lakes, would bencfit from the Lakes to the
Gulf waterway. It would lower their freight rates to the growing
murkets of the South. Detroit and Cleveland are forgetting their own
advantage in their jealousy of Chicago. They conclude that anything
which would benefit Chicago could not possibly advantage them too.

“It is like the Chicago gunman who is let out on parole and who
hurries to gather as much iil-gotten gain as he can before the mills of
justice grind out retribution upon him," says the embattied foreigmer
who represents Detroit. That is not the voice of a man arguing the
merits of a proposed appropriation. The words are Inspired by envy
and malice. They can not be answered with reason because there is no
reason in them, . -

In contrast, it 1s encouraging to note that Chairman WALLACE
DeMPSEY, of the Rivers and Harbors Committee, hag been won over to
support the Gulf waterway. He has found that it “ is just as lmportant
to the Great Lakes as to any other section, and will not be a detriment
in any respect.”” He asks whether the water of tha Lakes is to be
allowed to go to waste when coal Is costing §1.20 a ton more in the
Northwest than it would if the Gulf waterway were in evidence.

Mr. DevpsEY'S speech Indicates a willingness in other sectlons to
further the ambitions of the Mississippi Valley. Mr. DEmpsey is from
Buffalo, Ile is the chief advocate of the so-called all-American water-
way from the Lakes to the sea by way of the Hudson River. If Mr,
DeEmpsBEY can get our Mississippi Valley waterway for us, the valley
Representatives can afford to do all in their power for his route.

I read this for two purposes, and this I do without feeling
or passion. First, to give an idea of the trading level to which
this paper's conception of legislation is gauged, and second,
to set the record straight in their reference to the humble
Representafive from Detroit therein referred to.

[At this point Mr. Sosyowskl used the language which was
‘objected to and later stricken from the Recorn.]

Mr. KUNZ. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the
gentleman is not talking to the guestion of personal privilege;
he is making an argument on the waterway.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself to his
gnestion of personal privilege.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that the gentleman from Michigan is not confining himself fo
the question of privilege. He is not confining himself to the
order laid down by the Speaker. He has not spoken one word
on the question of privilege. So far he has not said one word
about his question of personal privilege, but has talked en-
tirely on the merits of the Illinois River project as embodied
in the bill.

‘The SPEAKER. It has been impossible for the Chair to
hear the gentleman from Michigan on aceount of confusion.
The Chair understood he was reading from the editorial.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. I want to show that there is np malice
or envy in my position.

Mr. DEMPSEY. The gentleman [s making a more seriouns
charge against the membership of the House than is made in
the editorial of the paper of which he complains. His whole
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speech so far ts a diatribe against the Members of the House
in their official capacity, and he has not said a word in justifi-
cation of himself or his reputation, which he claims is attacked
in the article to which he calls attention.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. If the gentleman will permit me to pro-
ceed without interrupting——

The SPEAKER. So far as the genileman from Michigan
confines himself to a defense of the ¢ e that his actions
have been dictated by envy and malice, the Chair thinks he
is within his rights.

Mr. DEMPSEY. The gentleman has not said a word on that
guestion ; not a single sentence, He has made a general attack
on the Illinois project and devoted his remarks to that attack.

Mr. KINDRED. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is making a
personal attack and questioning the motives of the chairman
of the Rivers and Harbors Committee, which he has mno right
to do.

The SPEAKER. The Chair was unable to hear what the
gentleman was saying on account of confusion in the House,
and it is impossible for the Chair to rule,

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. SCHAFER. The distinguished Amerlean citizen is de-
fending the slanderous remarks made on his character, and I
believe that we ought to have a quorum to listen to his de-
fense. Therefore I raise the point that no quorum is present,
and manifestly there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count,

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Michigan
has been reading from a written statement, and I would like
to have the Speaker read what the gentleman has been saying.
There I8 no justification for his statement and I demand that
his words be taken down and stricken from the Recorp.

Mr. DEMPSEY. I ask that the manuscript from which the
gentleman has been reading may be handed to the Chair so
that the Speaker can see what the gentleman has been saying
and that he has made unworthy charges against the fellow
Members without justification.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that the point of order of the gentleman from Illinois comes
too late.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rrom Illinois demands that
the words be taken down.

Mr. MADDEN. I assert that there is not a word of truth
in the statement of the gentleman from Michigan,

Mr. RANKIN. Mr, Speaker, the rule is that when a demand
that the words be taken down is made, the Member occupying
the floor must take his seat.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, this is not taken out of the time
of the gentleman from Michigan?

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the words demanded
to be taken down by the gentleman from Illinois.

The Clerk read the matter referred to.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that those words be
stricken from the REcoRD.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iilinois moves that
the paragraph just read be stricken from the Recorp.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from
Tllinois ean move to have the language stricken from the
Recorp is it not necessary for the Speaker to rule first that the
language is out of order?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this motion is not de-
batable. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from
Illinois to strike the words complained of from the Recorb.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I do not see any objection-
able language in these two paragraphs,

The SPEAKER. It is for the House to decide, and the mo-
tion is not debatable.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to take those words out of the Recorp.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent to withdraw the words objected to. Is there
objection?

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to that.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection.

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I now ask that the gentleman
proceed in order.

The SPEHAKER. The gentleman from Michigan will pro-
ceed in order.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. Scmarer] to object to the unanimous-
consent request to take the words from the RECORD.
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The SPEAKER. The Chair heard no objection to the request
of the gentleman from Michigan that he be permitted to with-
draw the words complained of.

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, I arose and said that I ob-
jected, and I naturally will object. I think if those words are
going to be expunged from the Recorp the House should vote
upon it and the yeas and nays should be called for on the vote.

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand that the gentle-
man from Wisconsin objected?

Mr. SCHAFER. Yes; I did. -

b?‘h? SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman
objec

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I heard the gentleman from Wis-
consin object, but it was long after the Speaker had announced
that there was no objection.

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Wisconsin asserts
that he intended to object and d@id object, although the Chair
overlooked it the Chair will recognize him for that purpose.
The gentleman from Wisconsin objects, and the question recurs
on the motion of the gentleman from Illinols that the words
complained of be stricken from the RECORD.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay that motion on
the table,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves to lay
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois on the table.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, upon that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The SPEAKER. On that the gentleman from Illinois demands
the yeas and nays. Those in favor of taking the vote by yeas
and nays will rise and stand until counted. [After counting.]
Evidently a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are
ordered.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the demand for
the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the withdrawal of the
yeas and nays?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPHAKER. Objection is heard. The question is on
the motion of the gentleman from Michigan to lay on the table
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois that the words be
expunged from the REcorp.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 65, nays 2061,
answered “present” 2, and not voting 103, as follows:

[Roll No. 104]

YEAS—63
Bachmann Evans Kurtz Schnelder
Beck Fitzgerald, Roy G. Kvale Beott
Begg Fitzgerald, W.T. Lampert Shreve
Berger Fletcher Leavitt Speaks
Brand, Ohlo. Frear MeLaughlin, Mich. Ste'vensan
Browne Fulmer McLeod Summers, Wash,
Burton Hill, Md. McSweeney Thompson
t’:arpenmr Hooper Mapes Underwood
Carss Huddleston Mead Vincent, Mich,
Chalmers Hudson Michener Yol
Christopherson  Jacobstein Mooney Wefald
Clague James Moore, Ohlo Whitehead
Connery Jenkins Morehend Williamson
Cooper, Wis, Kearus Morrow Woodrnff
Cramton Keller Murphy
Crosser Ketcham Nelson, Wis,
Drewry Kiess Schafer
NAYBE—261

Abernethy Bushby Diriver Hard
Ackerman Butler Dyer Harrison
Adkins Byrns Edwards Hastings
Allen Canfield Ellott Hayden
Allgood Cannon Ellis Hersey
Almon Carew Eslick Hickey
Andresen Carter, Calif, Esterly i1, Wash.
Andrew Carter, Okla. Fairchild Hoch
Anthony Chapman Faust Hogg
Arentz Chindblom Fenn Holaday
Arnold Cole Fisher Houston
Aswell Collier Fort Howard
Auf der Heide  Collins Foss Hudspeth
Ayres Colton Free Hull, Morton D,
Bacharach Connally, Te!. Freeman Hull, Willlam E.
Bailey Connolly, P French rwin
Beedy Cooper, Oblo.  ¥rothingham  Jeffers

11 Coyle Gambril Johnson, Ind.
Bixler Crisp Garrett, Tex. Johnson, Tex,
Black, Tex. Crowther Gasque Johnson, Wash,
Bland Cullen Glbson Jones
Blanton Curry Gifford Kahn
Boles Davis Gilbert Kemp
Bowles Deal Glynn HKerp -
Bowman Dempsey Goodwin Kiefner
Box Dicklnson, Towa Gorman Kincheloe
Boylan Dickinson, Mo.  Green, Fla. Kindred
Brand, Ga, Dickstein iries King
Briggs Dominick Hadley Kuutson
Brigham Dougliton Hale Kopp
Britten Douglass Hall, Ind. Kunz
Browning Dowell Hall, N. Dak, LaGuardia
Burdick Doyle Hammer Lanham
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Lankford
Larsen

SAZATO

Lea, Calif.
Leatherwood
Letts

Lindsay
Little
Lozler

Lyon
MeClintie
Melluffie
McKeown

McLaughlin, Nebr.

MeMillan
McReyuolds
McSwain
MacGregor
Muadden
Major
Manlove
Mansfield
Martin, La.

Michaelson
Miller
Milligan
Montague
Montgomery
Moore, Ky,
Moore, Va.
Morgan

dais
ppleby
Bacon
Bankhead
Barbour
Barkley
Beers
Black, N. X,
Bloom

Bulwinkle
Burtuess

" So the motion of Mr. CramToN to lay the motion of Mr.

.

Nelson, Mo.
Newton, Minn,
Newton, Mo,
Norton
O'Connell N. Y.
O'Connell, R, I
O’Connor, La.
Oldfield

Oliver, Ala,
Oliver, N. X.
Parker

Parks

Patterson
Peery
Perlman
Phillips
Porter
Pou

Pratt

guayle
uin
a

, I,
Robinson, Towa

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—2
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obgion, Ky.

ogers
Romjue
Rowbottom

ubey
Rutherford

Sandlin

Beger

Shallenberger

Simmons

Snell

Bomers, N. Y.
arf

e ﬂf
Sproul, 1L
Sproul, Kans.
Stedman
Btobbs
Strong, Kans.
Strong, Pa.
Strother
Swank
Swing
Taber
Taylor, Colo.
Taylor, N. J.
Taylor, Tenn,
Temple
Thomas
Thurston
Tillman
Tilson

Sosnowskl Treadway
NOT VOTING—103
Fish Kel
Flaherty Ken
Fredericks Kirk
Fuller Lee, Ga.
gu.nk m!ehlﬁ:d:
urlow neoerger
Gallivan Linthicum
Garber Lowrey
. Gardner, Ind. Luce
Garner, Tex. McFadden
Garretf, Tenn, Mmcg
Golder Magee, Pa,
Goldsborough Magrady
Graham Merritt
Green, Towa Mills
Greenwood Morin
Grifin Nelson, Me,
Hare g‘Counor, N.X.
Hangen eavey
Hewes Perkins
Hawle: rnell
Hill, Ala. eece
Hull, Tenn, Rouse
Johnson, IIL. SanderﬁlN. L
Johnson, Ky. Sears

Johnson, 8. Dak. = Sears, Nebr.

MappEN on the table was rejected.

The Clerk announced the following palrs:

(General pairs until further notice:
Mr. Appleby with Mr. Bankhead.

Mr. Bwoope with Mr. Rouse.
Mr. Reece with Mr. Buchanan,
Mr. Vare with Mr. Bteagall

Mr. Eaton with Mr. G

ivan,

Mr. Sweet with Mr. Garner of Texas.
Mr. Morin with Mr, Taylor of West Virginia,

Mr. Fuller with Mr.

Bullivan.

Mr. Fish with Mr. Garrett of Tennessee.

Mr. Brumm with Mr.

. Denison with Mr. Clea
Mr, Funk with Mr, Sears
Mr. Bacon with Mr.

Weaver.

Mr, Thatcher with Mr. Cox.
th Mr. Dave

. Luce
Mr. Welsh with Mr. Ga
Mr. Nelson of Maine with Mr, Hull of Tennessee.
Mr. Sears of Nebraska with

Mr, Golder with Mr., Drane
Mr, Johnson of Bouth Dﬂkotn with Mr. Celler.
Mr. Bmith with Mr. Bmithwick.

Mr. Darrow with Mr. Greenwood.

Aldrich with

Sumners of Texas.
(1;{ TFlorida,

ter of Indlana.

Mr, Lee of Georgla.
r. Swartz with Mr. Johnson of

entucky,

Mr. Wood with Mr. O'Connor of New York.

Mr. Perking with Mr, Bowling.

Mr, Graham with Mr, Lowrey.
Mr. (}Nen of Towa with Mr.,

Mr.
Mr. McFaade

with Mr, Tucke!
n with Mr, Black of New York.

Mr. Kelly with Mr. Griffin,
Mr. Sinelair with Mr, Hare.

Mr. Magee of New York wlt.h Mr. Goldsborough.

]00]]1

Mr. Campbell with Mr. Hill of Alabama,
Mr. Yates with Mr, Linthicum.
Mr, Stalker with Mr. Hawes,
Mr. Binnott with Mr. Cor

Mr. Hawley with Mr. Bulw le.

Mr. FUNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote.
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present when his name

was called?

Mr. FUNK. I was nobt
LXVII—669

Timberlake
Tincher
Tinkham
Tolley
Tydings
Underhill
Updike
Upehaw
Vaile

Vestal
Vinson, Ga.
Vinson, Ky.
Warren
Wason
Watres
Watson
Weller
Wheeler
White, Kans,
White, Me,
Whittington
Williams, I1L
Wilson, La.
Wilson, Miss.

Wurzbach
Wyant

Einelalr
Sinnott
Smith
Smithwick
Btalker
Ste: 1
Bte,
Bullivan
Sumners, Tex,
Swartz
Bweet
Tayion, W

aylor, W. Va,
Thatcher
Tucker
&‘nn? wrigh

n t

Walters
Weaver
Welsh
Williams, Tex.
Winter
Wood
Yates
Zihlman

Mr. Williams of Texas.
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not qualify.

Mr. MAGRADY. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening
when his name was called?

Mr. MAGRADY. T was not. i

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not qualify.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, is this a yea- and -nay vote?

The SPEAKER. ' 1t is.

Mr. BARBOUR. I was not present. I came in just after
my name was called.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI.
vote.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan withdraws
his vote.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent,
inasmuch as this language I do not believe is objectionable, bug
as others object to it, that it be taken out of the Recorp.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, 1 object. If the gentleman is
asking unanimous consent without any qualification——

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I want the gentleman's lan-
guage taken out.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, the only point disposed of is
the motion to lay on the table.

Mr. MADDEN. - If the gentleman from Michigan unqualifiedly
asks leave to withdraw the language, I will be glad to consent
to it, but if he makes the qualification that it is not offensive I
shall have to object to his withdrawing it.

Mr. MAPES. The gentleman says in his opinion the language
iiiamti out of order, and he asks unanimous consent to with-

w it

Mr. BRITTEN. Let him state it himself.

Mr. MADDEN. I am willing for him to withdraw it if he
makes the unqualified request.

Mr. SOSNOWRSKI. Mr. Speaker, I repeat again I do not
believe the langnage is objectionable—

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the
gentleman from Illinois that the language be stricken out.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced the
ayes appeared to have it.

On a division (demanded by Mr. CramMroN) there were—ayes
170, noes 60.

Mr, CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. Thirty-six gentiemen have arisen, not a
sufficient number.

So the yeas and nays were refused.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan will proceed,

Mr. MADDEN. In order?

The SPEAKER. In order.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, in further defending my
record I wish to say this:

If fighting the stealing of water in excess of the requirements
for legal uses out of the Great Lakes is “ malice and envy,”
then I enter a plea of guilty. Why, though, shonld Detroit be
jealous of Chicago? Business is good in Detroit, and we are
growing. We have plenty of room for expansion both in terri-
tory and in business. No, no, Mr. Tribune, we want Chicago to
grow ; it makes a fine market for our automobiles.

Grow on, Chicago; clean up, Chicago; be honest, Chicago,
and Detroit will be proud of you and glory in your strength.

At first I was inclined to be hurt when they referred to me
as the “embattled foreigner.” Then, on second thought, my
sympathy went out to this misguided and misinformed paper.
For If being a “ foreigner” is a reﬂection. then I have a lot of
company in Chlcago If being “embattled” is a reflection,
then my buddies in the service of my country are in company
with me. If being opposed to the *“ Chicago steal” is a re-
flection, then, again, my companions are millions.
£ Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I agk that the words be taken

own.

Mr. BOSNOWSKI. That is referred to in the editorial.

Mr. MADDEN. That is all right—and I move that they be
stricken from the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands that
certain words be taken down. The gentleman from Illinois
will refer to the words.

Mr. MADDEN. “Chicago steal."

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the words com-
plained of.

Mr. MAPES. Mr, Speaker, before the decision is made on
that question I desire to argue the point of order that the
language is not subject to a point of order.

Mr. Speaker; I desire to withdraw my
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The SPEAKER. Let the Clerk report the language.
The Clerk read as follows:

It being opposed to the Chicago steal 1s a reflection, then again my
companions are millions.

Mr, MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that those words be
stricken out.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that
those words be stricken out.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order that the
language is not subject to a point of order, and that it can not
be stricken from the REcogrp,

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, supporting that, allow me to
suggest that if It is in order for a Member to rise on the floor
in the middle of a speech and move that a part of that speech
be stricken from the Recorp, regardless of whether or not it is
parliamentary language, then you open.the door here for a
majority to ruthlessly ride down a minority. When a Mem-
ber makes a perfectly parliamentary speech, under those eir-
cumstances it would be in order to strike it out if it did not
happen to suit the majoritya I hold that it is not in order
to expunge those remarks unless it is first held by the Chair
that the language was unparliamentary, or at least submitting
the language to the House for its decision.

In fact, the language used by the gentleman from Michigan
was not unparliamentary. It does not raise any question as to
any Member of the House, and does not impugn the motives
of any Member of the House.

It uses the words * Chicago steal,” and it has been demon-
strated that under a certaln order of the Secretary of War a
certain amount of water was permitted to be diverted, but that
for a long period of years water was diverted greatly in ex-
cess of that amount; so that the langunage used is simply a
statement of fact, not impugning the motives of any Member
of the House, and therefore it was entlrely parliamentary.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cran-
ToN] makes the point of order that the language complained
of is not out of order. The Chalr is aware of the fact that
the precedents differ somewhat as to whether it is within the
province of the Chair to make that deecision or not. The pres-
ent occupant of the chair thinks that in these cases if is bet-
ter for the House to decide, and the vote of the House to
strike out certain language should be based on the proposition
that the words are not in order. The Chair in effect leaves to
the House to determine whether the words were in order or
not.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia.
quiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. In voting are we to decide whether
Chicago is trying to steal something, or the Members repre-
senting Chicago were trying to do it?

The SPEAKER. The vote is on the question whether the
statement is parliamentary or not.

Mr. CRAMTON. It is not whether a Member of Congress
is trying to do it or not, but whether the statement made is
parliamentary.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is whether in a parliamentary
sense the words are in order or not..

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, in order not to waste time on
this question, I withdraw my motion.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinols withdraws his
motion to strike out the language.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI I take no credit for the fact that I was
born in the good old United States of America. The credit for
this fact of birth is due to my splendid father and mother.
They had choice of residence and they selected this country.
They exercised good judgment In coming and they exercised
better judgment in staying long enough for me to be born here,
I have always felt grateful to my parents that they made it
possible for me to be a native son of this splendld country.

Yes:; I have kept their name—maybe It is a little hard to
pronounce—but it is a family name we are proud to own. I am
doing my part to pass this name on to the generations of
to-morrow.

On the very day this editorlal appeared the President of
these United States paused in his busy life to pay tribute to a
great Scandinavian who had rendered signal service to this
Republie. On other days tribute has been paid by Presidents to
distingnished Poles who had rendered outstanding service to
this Republie.

I-am truly proud of my name, and shall keep it, for it is
positive proof of the good judgment of my parents which was so
conspicnously displayed when they came to this counfry to
make it their permanent home.

Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in-
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“ Embattled "—how that word was meant to bite and tear.
In two chances to fight for my country, I have a batting average
of 1,000, and if they will hurry along with another war, 1 will
be able to get Into it. In the meantime, and while waiting for
another outside foe, I will render the best service in me for my
country by shooting with “ polson gas™ at the * Chicago diver-
sion steal,” the New York raid on the National Treasury, and
pork-barrel legislation in particular.

Twice I have offered my life to my country on the field of
battle, so I fear not to serve her in the hours of peace. The
Chicago diversion, in my humble opinion, 18 a *steal,” a moral
as well as economic wrong against the rights of millions of
people, If fighting this battle for my country, for justice, and
honesty makes me an “embattled foreigner,” then-I accept the
gauge and will marshal all the hosts at my command.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. SNELL, Rimply in the interest of orderly procedure in
the House, I do feel that the gentleman should confine himself
strictly to the question of privilege and not discuss the merits
of the proposition before the House. I feel that in the interest
of orderly procedure he should absolutely cut that out now in
his statement.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to disprove a
statement to the effect that he is actuated by envy and malice.

Mr. SABATH. Is it not true that he proves that the article
was based on envy and malice?

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. :

Mr., SCHAFER. Is it not a fact that in order to defend
himself against this nnwarranted slander the gentleman has
to predicate his denial on facts, and he can not bring forward
all the facts to show that he is not a forelgner withount saying
what he has said? And is it not necessary, if there is any
particular language which is out of order, that a gentleman who
raises a point must quote the specific language to the Chair to
which he objects?

Mr. BEGG.- If the Chalr will permit me, I would like to
make an observation on all this procedure here. The question
has been raised about the gentleman's right to discuss the merits
of the proposition. I want to ask the Chair how he can answer
the criticism in the newspaper that refers to him as an * em-
battled forelgner,” having no reason, because there is no reason
in it? I say that the reason referred to is the merits of the

proposition.
Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will not the gentleman——
Mr. BEGG. I have the floor, through the courtesy of the

Speaker and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SosNowskr].
If the gentleman is precluded from saying anything about the
merits of the proposition, how can he prove that there is merit
in his original statement?

Mr. SNELL. I do not object to hls orlginal statement, but
when he starts out to discuss the merits of the proposition of
the diversion of water by Chicago he is not speaking to the
question.of personal privilege.

Mr. BEGG. How could he prove that there Is no reason when
there is no reason in the project?

Mr. SNELL. The rule provides that a man can state his
personal privilege. That is one of the precious privileges of
the House. DBut he is making an argument on the merits of the
proposition.

Mr., MAPES. Would the gentleman from New York hold
that the gentleman from Michigan must be confined in his proof
that he was not an “ embattled foreigner " to producing a cer-
tified copy of his birth certificate here?

Mr, SNELL. I did not raise any question abont that at all.
It is simply a question that the gentleman's discussion about
the diversion of water 13 not in order at this time,

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman from
Michigan may, in confining himself to the point of order, use
any proper language to indicate that his stand on this river and
harbor question is induced by high motives and not by envy and
malice. The gentleman will proceed on that basis. [Applause.]

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Twice I have offered my life to my coun-
try on the fleld of battle, so I fear not to serve her in the hours
of peace. The Chicago diversion, in my humble opinion, is a
“gsteal,” a moral as well as economic wrong against the rights
of millions of people.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, a polnt of order. The gentle-
man refers to the Chicago diversion. That is the bill which 15
before the House, and I submit that if that i= what the gentle-
man means by that language he is charging the membership of
the House who favor that measure with perpetrating or at-
tempting to perpetrate a steal. I want to ask the gentleman in
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all fairness if he is referring to the bill that is now before the
Congress as a steal?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Mr, Speaker, I would like to have the
gentleman read the editorial, as he was not here when I read it.
1f he will read the editorial, he will see that my language is
proper and in order. -

Mr. RANKIN. No; I am asking whether the gentlemam
refers to the bill now before the House as a steal? ;

Mr. SOSNOWSKIL I am replying to the editorial in defense
of my rights here on this floor and as a Representative of my
distriet.

Mr. RANKIN. In the opinion of the gentleman from Michi-
gan is this bill a steal, or is he referring to this bill as a steal
or not?.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I do not yield any further.

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman does not have to yield. I
demand that the words be taken down.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the words complained
of by the gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. The
time which has been consumed by the gentleman from Missis-
sippi. [Mr. Raxxin] in making the point of order will not be
taken out of the gentleman’s time, will it?

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the words complained
of by the gentleman from Mississippi.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Chicago diversion, in my humble opinion, is a “steal,” a moral
as well as economle wrong against the rights of millions of people,

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. The lan-
guage taken down could not be held to refer to the bill, as sug-
gestel by the gentleman from Mississippi, because it has been
stated that the bill purports to provide that there is no diver-
sion involved.

The SPEARKER. As the Chair announced a few moments
ago, he does not believe it is properly within the province of
the Chair to determine whether the langnage complained of is
or is not in order. The gentleman from Mississippi moved that
the words be stricken out, and the House, In acting upon that,
will determine the question of order.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, if that is the ruling of the
Chair, I meve that that langnage be stricken from the Recorp.

Th: SPEAKER. . The gentleman from Mississippi moves that
that language be stricken from the Rucorn.

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, as a matter of orderly pro-
cedure, I desire to suggest that the rule provides as folloys:

After the Speaker has decided that words taken down are out of
order, a motion that the Member be permitted to explain is in order
before the motion that he be permitted to proceed is in order,

Now, that certainly implies that before any other procedure
is taken it must be determined that the words are out of order.

The SPEAKER. But the rule does not provide that the
Speaker shall determine that question, and in this case the
Chair has declared that he would prefer not to determine it.
The Chair thinks that the motion to strike out the words will
E. datermined by the House on a motion either that they are
out of order or are in order.

Mr, DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inqury.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. :

Mr, DOWELL. I am not entering into this controversy, and
my only purpose Is to get it properly before the House. If this
is submitted to the House, is it not submitted the same as any
other parliamentary question, and should not that be deter-
mined before the motion to strike out is in order? -

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair thinks that the question is
determined by one vote, and that it is not necessary to have
two votes.

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, may I just finish this—

After the Speaker has decided that words taken down are out of
order, & metion that the Member be permitted to explain is in order.

Now, there are two distinct propositions here. The one is:
Are the words out of arder and unparliamentary? That will
be determined by the Speaker if he so desires, and if not, he
may submit it to the House as any other guestion. If the
House determines they are not in order, then, of course, it will
proceed accordingly. But I submit, Mr. Speaker, that as a
matter of parliamentary procedure we ought not to determine
the two questions in one beecause the House must first deter-
mine—if the Chair submits it to the House—whether or not
the langnage is unparliamentary, and then, if it iz determined
that it is unpariiamentary, the gentleman’s motion is in order.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Is
the question debatable?
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The SPEAKER. The motlon Is not debatable, but the gen-
tleman from Iowa is addressing the Chair,

Mr. DOWELL. I think, Mr. Speaker, as a parliamentary
proposition, without any reference to the merits or demerits,
before this motion is In order, the House must have deter-
mined, or the Speaker must have held that the words are un-
parliamentary. I submit that the two can not be taken to-
gether, and under the language of the rule, it seems to me
clear that the House, before a motion is in order, must deter-
mine the other question. After it has determined that ques-
tion, then it may determine what procedure it will take. In
the interest of parliamentary procedure and in the interest of
the precedents, the language of the rule should he folowed.

The SPEAKER. The sole question raised by the gentleman
from fowa is whether in the event the Speaker has not ruled on
the question it is necessary for the House to vote twice on the
same proposition.” The Chair does not think that is necessary.
The rule has nothing to say about anything after the House
shall have determined, but only when the Speaker shall have
determined.

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, in
order that we may save the time of the House, that the gentle-
man from Michigan assist us in this dilemma by stating whether
he referred to the bill, or whether he referred to events that
have occurred in the past. ;

The SPEAKER. The motion made by the gentleman from
Mississippi is not debatable, The Chair holds, as he held be-
fore, that he does not feel it within the proper provinee of the
Chalir to rule on these questions; that it is for the House to
determine whether or not the language complained of is in
order ; and that the vote taken by the House is the vote deter-
mining whether or not it is in order. Gentlemen voting for
the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi will vote that
the words are not in order and should be stricken out, and
gentlemen voting the other way will express their opinion that
the words are in order and should not be stricken out.

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Speaker, I am not asking for debate; I
am asking, by unanimous consent, that the gentleman enlighten
the House in order to clarify the situation before we attempt
to vote, whether the gentleman referred to the bill or not.

Mr. SCHAFER. I object, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from
Mississippi will withdraw his motion ; but if not, I move to lay
the motion upon the table,

The guestion was taken; and the Chair being in doubt, the
House divided, and there were—ayes 89, noes 76,

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin makes a
point of order there is not a quorum present. The Chair will
count, [After counting.] Two hundred and forty Members
present, & quorum.

So the motion of the gentleman from Michigan to lay on the
table the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi was
agreed to,

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Chicago diversion is a violation of law,

a violation of an international treaty, a violation of the prop-
erty rights of the people of Minnesota, Wisconsin, Michigan,
Indiana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and New York, and a violation
of the navigation rights of all the people of the United States,
* The Congressman from the first distriet of Michigan is not
now and has net been opposed fo the development of the Illinois
River for navigation. I am fighting only the unlawful taking
of water.

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, the question of language has been
raised here. I would like to ask the distinguished gentleman
from Hlinois [Mr. MappEN] how many times the word *“loot-
ing " was used on the floor of this House when they were dis-
cussing the tariff with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GArNER].

How many times has the distinguished gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Garxer] used the word “ stealing” on the floor of

-this House? When I use my language in defense of my record

against the editorial of the Chicago Tribune, I am not refer-
ring to the bill. I afn referring to the amount of water that
is being stolen to-day from the people on the Great Lakes and
used illegally. [Applause.]

Mr. WEFALD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SOSNOWSKIL I yield to the gentleman,

Mr. WEFALD. Could a tariff bill be discussed on the floor
of thizs House without the word ‘stealing” being used?
[Laughter and applause.]

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. I do not think it could. [Launghter and
applause.]
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Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I further desire to call your
attention to the reason why I have objected to this editorial
and to the reason why I object to further stealing of water

from Lake Michigan for the Chicago Drainage Canal. Because
it is detrimental to our interests; because it is detrimental not
only to the people whom I represent—the first district. of
Michigan—whose population is very close to 700,000 people,
bordering on the Great Lakes, but to the whole country. I am
speaking in defense of the rights also of the people who own
property adjoining the Great Lakes who to-day, due to this
diversion of water, have lost millions of dollars in property.
I refer to the beaches that have gone high and dry, to the
bridges that arve ruined, to the slips that can not be used for
navigation as inlets from the Lakes.

This is why I maintain that something which is not legally
given to anyone is a steal,

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. CRAMTON. As I understand the situation, the editorial
charged that the gentleman, in his opposition to the pending
river and harbor bill, was actuated only by envy and malice;
that there was no reason back of his position. Has the gen-
tleman noted in that connection a cirenlar called * Facts on
lake levels,” compiled by the Illinois division of the Missis-
sippi Valley Association, published and distributed by the Chi-
cago Association of Commerce? It having been suggested that
no diversion is involved in ‘the Illinois River improvement,
there Is this paragraph:

It is not impossible for Chicago to take care of all of its sewage and
waste without the diversion—

And the following words are printed in italics in the cirenlar
distributed by the Chicago Assoclation of Commerce—

but it is impossible to construct an efficient 9-foot waterway from the
Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico without the Mississippl diversion.

Further:

The Illinols River without the diversion is a narrow, sluggish, and
tortuous stream, With the diversion It can be made an efficient
waterway.

The gentleman from Michigan no doubt contends that he is
opposing the river and harbor bill not from motives of envy or
malice but because of the alarm he must feel at the injury to
commerce on the Great Lakes by the diversion mentioned in
this statement and there insisted on as necessary.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. That is very true.

Mr. CHALMERS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. CHALMERS. In corroboration of what the gentleman
has said in regard to this editorial, I have a news item from
the same paper referring to this question, and I would like to
read it, if the gentleman will yield.

Mr. SOSNOWSKIL I yield.

Mr. CHALMERS. This is the news item:

PUZZLED BY STATES' FIGHT

“ But what explanation can be advanced for the action of the statesmen
of Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota in supportlng Canada's
stand when the remaining States of the Union are in favor of the plan ¥
the report asks.

“ Whatever their purpose, the politiclans In those four States are
warring against the Interests of the farmers of the Mlddle West, in-
cluding those within thelr own boundaries, as well as against the manu-
facturers and shippers of the entire country,

“ Qentiment agalnst the waterway among private eltizens in these four
Btates s not wldespread and possibly is excusable on the theory that
citizens have been misinformed. No such alibi can be claimed, how-
ever, by such leaders of the oppositien as Congressmen BURTON,
CraLmErs, and Mooxey, of Ohio, and Sosxowskl, of Michlgan, who
are conversant with the entire lake-level problem.

TO RAISE LAEKE LEVELS

“These men know the lake levels will be ralsed and not lowered by
the installation of compensating works and that $1,000,000 for their
construction has been placed with the Government by Chicago. They
also know that $125,000,000 has been appropriated by Chicago for
sewage-treatment plants to make the cily independent of diversion for
sanitary purposes.

“They can not plead Ignorance. All the facts are against them.
Their arguments have been irrefuotably answered.'

Now, if the gentleman will yield further, I want to read an
editorial answering that.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. I yield.

Mr. CHALMERS. This is the editorial:
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CHICAGO FINDS OCUT

This promises to be a year of brilllant and slngular dlscovery.

A professorial expedition from California has just set foot on the
shores of New Guinea and will shortly be on its way to the summits
of the unmapped Snow Mountains. Nine outfits of explorers in bear
furs are moving in the general direction of the North Pole: one has
got there. And though it is only May the trade committee of the
Chicago Association of Commerce has already discovered that the
Canadlan objection to the draiping of Lake Michizan, and of other
lakes in turn, i3 the ugly and horrific result of hatred of the American
tariff.

Of all the products of perilous exploration for the year 1028 this
last promises to stand out as the most original, the most spectacular,
the most likely to win one of the multitudinous Pulitzer, Nobel, or
Rockefeller prizes.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield
to the gentleman érom Illinois for a parliamentary inquiry?

Mr, SOSNOWSKI. No; I yield to the gentleman from Ohio
and not to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, then I make the point of order
that the gentleman from Michigan can not yield to the gentle-
man from Ohlio to take up the time reading editorials that have
nothing to do with his question of personal privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is correct.

Mr. CHALMERS. 1 will finish this if the gentleman will be
patient.

Mr. SABATH. We have been wasting time enough and it
is only for the purpose of killing time, and I insist on the point
of order.

Mr. CHALMERS., I want to say to the gentleman from
Illinois——

Mr. SABATH. The editorlal that the gentleman is reading
has nothing to do with the question of personal privilege.

Mr. CHALMERS, If the gentleman will allow me I will
show him that it has.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio will confine
himself to the question of personal privilege of the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. CHALMERS (reading)—

You may be puzzied at first as to how the Chlcago committea hap-
pened upon so astonishing a truth. But a little thought will clear the
matter up for you. These times, as we all know, are distinguished for
novel methods of research. The Chilcago investigators have refused to
follow in the ruts of dry-as-dust students. They have beaten their
own paths through the jungles of error and flluslon. The history of
the fight on the drainage steal, running back for 20 years or so, has
not been permitted to hamper the inguiry. Logle has been avolded as
a stupid impediment, Common sense has been dodged as a good Chris-
tian would flee from the machinations of the devll. Through such
luminous and transcendent approaches to a vexed subject the learned
trade committee of the famous Chicago Assoclation of Commerce has
uncovered the foul secret of Canadlan obstruction.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I renew my point of order.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that the gentleman from Michigan is only recognized on a ques-
tion of personal privilege, and I contend that it is not in order
for him to yield time to various Members of the House for the
purpose of reading editorials and newspaper articles that do not
go to the question of personal privilege that is being discussed
by the gentleman who has the floor.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is correct:
the question of privilege does not allow the gentleman from
Michigan to yield except for that which applies to his question
of personal privilege. :

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, I agree if what the gentleman
gays is accurate, but I submit that if the gentleman from
Michigan desires to yield to any Member to say a word or read
something in support of his contention, namely, that his action
is not motivated by envy or malice, he has the right to do it

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio thinks that the
gentleman from Michigan has a right fo call a character wit-
ness. [Laughter.] The gentleman from Ohio must confine him-
self to the matter of personal privilege.

Mr, BEGG. That is correct, but the point of order was not
made that this was not relevant to the guestion of personal
privilege.

Mr, WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a further point of order.

Mr. JOIINSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, a parliamen-
tary inquiry. How many personal-privilege questlons are run-
ning at this time?

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that a
question of personal privilege is one that is personal to the man
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who ralses it. He can not, without violating the spirit of the
rules of the House, yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
CuarMmers] to do what the gentleman from Ohio has been
doing. The object of the rules of the House is to transact the
business of the House, and not to obstruct the business of the
House. If this proceeding can go on, then when the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. Sosxowskl] has concluded his honr, all
these other gentleman who are against this bill can take all
these other different editorials and swap time about and do
what must be obvious to the Chair, make use of the rules of
the House to obstruct the business of the House. The only
reason why a4 Member is permitted to stop the proceedings of
the House for an hour on a matter of personal privilege is
because whenever his character is assailed we say that within
one hour'’s time he ought to be able to refute the assault on his
character, and the House deems that the gentleman whose char-
acter is assailed is capable of taking care of himself without
parceling out his defense to all of his friends in the House,
with the obvious result of delaying the proceedings of the
House.

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, WINGO. Yes. -

Mr. BEGG. Supposing any gentleman has risen to a gues-
tion of personal privilege and knows that some other gentleman
has some information supporting his contention, does the gen-
tleman contend that the gentleman rising to the question of
personal privilege is to be shut off from getting that informa-
tion before the House?

Mr. WINGO. Oh, no; but let me say to my friend from
Ohio—and I do not believe the gentleman will seriously contend
to the contrary—that all this proceeding that has been going
on is not pertinent to the guestion of personal privilege. I
listened to the reading of the editorial by the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. CmaLmers], and I did not see any reflection upon
the gentleman from Michigan. If a proceeding of this kind is
to be permitted, then one can rise to this same question of per-
sonal privilege on every hotly contended bill that comes before
the House. If the gentlemen who are responsible for the con-
duct of the business of the House want to set suchra precedent,
I shall raise no objection, but they must see, with the floor in
laughter and the galleries in laughter, that everyone recognizes
that the rules of the House have been made a mockery of in
behalf of a filibuster by those who are against the bill. I do
not think the gentleman in charge of the business on the Repub-
lican side of the House, from the standpoint of public business,
can afford to permit such a lax enforcement of the rules or such
latitude upon the question of personal privilege. [Applause.]

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I feel that the Speaker has been
extremely liberal to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Sosxow-
sk1], and I feel that he should have a right to say anything
that is necessary to substantiate his position; but there is no
question in the mind of Members of the House who are fair
that this has gone very far afield. The widest latitude I have
ever seen since I have been a Member of the Honse has been
indulged in. I think everything the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
CHaLmERs] said is entirely out of order at this time, and I for
one am going to make the point of order every single minute
unless we can confine ourselves to the subject before the House.

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr, Speaker, I respectfully submit to the
Chair that I disagree with the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Snerr]. The editorial which prompted the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. Sosxowsk1] to rise to a point of personal privi-
lege clearly indicated that the writer of it considered the gentle-
man'’s motive in the light, not of an American but of a foreigner.
The articles submitted by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
CuHALMERS] clearly contain valuable information which the
House should have before it with reference to a determination
of this foreigner question. In fact, the article which has been

.read by the gentleman from Ohio ealls specific attention to
charges and allegations that those opposing the Chiecago diver-
sion are acting with ulterior motives in support of a foreign
nation, namely, Canada. I think the Chair must agree and the
House must agree that the material submitted to the House by
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CHALMERS] is clearly pertinent
to the question at issne. In fact, when a newspaper article con-
demns an American citizen who has served his country in two
wars and classifies him as a foreigner and practically indicates
that he is actuated by ulterior motives, all pertinent questions
should be considered. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the rule is as stated
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Wixgo] and as stated by
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Syerr]. The gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. Sosxowsk1] must confine himself strictly
to the question of personal privilege, and if he yields to another
gentleman, that gentleman is also bound within the same limits.
If the matter be brought to his attention again, the Chair will
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hold that anything read by the gentleman from Ohio that is not
strictly pertinent to the point at issue is out of order.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I state further in defense
of what I said about the Chicago diversion of water from
Lake Michigan for the Sanitary District of Chicago that our
chief reason for our objection is that it is detrimental to the
great shippers on the Great Lakes, to the shippers who to-day
represent a tonnage of 125,000,000.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Yes. )]

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I have in my hand the editorial of which
the gentleman complains. The Chicago Tribune is a great
daily newspaper. I want to ask the gentleman some ques-
tions. The editorial here refers to the gentleman’s remarks
and states that that is not the voice of a man arguing the
merits of a proposed appropriation. Has the gentleman given
the appropriation study; has he made an investigation of the
-appropriation upon its merits?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Very carefully.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. For a long time?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. For a long time.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understand the gentleman is a member
of the committee?

Mr. SOSNOWSKIL I am.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The editorial charges that the gentle-
man’s words are inspired by envy and malice. The gentleman
is a resident of the State of Michigan. The gentleman has no
property of his own that is in any way affected by this diver-
gion of water?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. None at all.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And the gentleman's interest in this
matter is a public interest?

Mr. SOSNOWSKIL In defense of the people and their in-
terests.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. So that this diversion of water will
cause the gentleman no personal loss?

Mr, SOSNOWSKI. That is correect.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And his opposition to the appropriation,
I take it, is in his capacity as a Representative of the State of
Michigan?

Mr, SOSNOWSKI. That is right.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Now, the State of Michigan is a party
to this action now pending in the Supreme Court of the United
Btates?

Mr. SOSNOWSKIL That is right,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I know my State is, and there have
been resolutions passed by various eivie bodies in the gentle-
man’s State, is not that true?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. These resolutions have been forwarded
to the gentleman, have they not?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I can not hear what the
gentleman says on account of the noise.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. These resolutions have been forwarded
to the gentleman. They were also forwarded to the.gentle-
man'’s colleagues of his delegation from his State?

Mr, SOSNOWSEKIL Yes,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman is not the only Member
of this House who opposes this item in the appropriation bill?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI No.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. In faect, there is a great deal of opposi-
tion to it. Am I correct in that?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Yes, .

Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order.
Is the inquiry propounded by the gentleman from New York
in order?

The SPEAKER. The Chair has attempted to follow the dis-
cussion, and so far he thinks it is in order.

Mr. MONTAGUE. A question as to whether it is meritorious
or not meritorious is in order?

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I wonder if a parliamentary
inquiry: could be properly made. I would like to ask this
question, whether the time occupied by the gentleman from
New York is charged to the gentleman from Michigan?

The SPEAKER. Unquestionably, -

Mr. WINGO. Mr, Speaker, I make the point of order the
last question the gentleman from New York asked the gentleman
from Michigan has nothing to do with the question of
privilege,

The SPEAKER. The Chair was unable tp hear.

Mr, WINGO. If the Chair will just listen it will be obvious
to him as it is to others "what the object of the eolioguny is.

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules tha* any question asked
by the gentleman from New York must be on the subject——

Mr, WINGO. On the subject of personal privilege?
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The SPEAKER. On the subject of personal privilege, noth-
ing to do with the bill whatever,

Mr. WINGO. What on earth can it have to do with the
question of personal privilege or the bill whether or not the
gentleman stands alone or whether he has got several other
men opposing the bill?

Mr. CHALMERS, Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman from Michigan yield for
a parliamentary inquiry?

Mr. CHALMERS. I ask if the gentleman’s time for this
collogquy be taken.out of the time——

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inguiry.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. As to this question referred to in the
editorial as to the gentleman being “an embattled foreigner,”
I suppose these resolutions would interest the Dominion of
Canada in this project. Has the gentleman had any communi-
cation from any officials of the Dominion of Canada or any of
its Provinces?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. As to—

Mr., LAGUARDIA. The item in the appropriation bill re-
ferred to in the editorial?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. It being an international matter, we
have copies of communications addressed to the State Depart- |
ment by the Canadian Government.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman is not interested in any
lake-shore property in the Dominion of Canada?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Not a foot.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman has been in no communi-
cation directly with any resident of the Dominion of Canada
interested in this project?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. I have not,

My, KUNZ. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAEKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Illinois?

Mr. SOSNOWSKIL.
if he is not through.

Mr. KUNZ. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
moment ¥

Mr. SOSNOWSKIL. I yield.

Mr. KUNZ. The gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA]
just asked the gentleman from Michigan about the Canadian
Government objecting to the diversion of water. Permit me
to call the gentleman's attention to the faet that Charles Stuart,
the Canadian Minister of the Interior——

Mr. FREAR. Mr., Speaker, I make the point of order that
that is not in order. The gentleman does not yield for that
purpose,

Mr. SOSNOWSKI.

Mr. KUNZ.
Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan does not
yield. J

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. I want to call attention to the fact that
our chief objection to this is that this diversion is jeopardizing
and injuring our interests on the Great Lakes. The shippers
on the Great Lakes to-day are interested in a waterway from
the Great Lakes by way of the St. Lawrence River to the
ocean,

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order, and
insist on it again, that this question of persomnal privilege has
nothing to do with the waterway from the Great Lakes to the
ocean,

Mr, SOSNOWSKL
cago Tribune.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The gentleman is not answering the edi-
torial. He is not answering that portion of it which is held to
be viclative of his personal privilege.

Mr, BUTLER. There are only two lines in that that assail
the gentleman.

Mr. CRAMTON. I make the point of order that these points
of order are dilatory, The gentleman should be allowed to
proceed. ;

The SPEAKER. Of course, it is difficult for the Chair, after
hearing only a few words of a sentence, to determine whether
they are any part of the general allegation,

Mr. SCITAFER. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask that the Reporter report
the langnage objected to.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the floor.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. I call attention to the last part of the
editorial, where it says:

Mr. Demupsky’s speech indleates a willingness in other sections to
further the ambitions of the Mississippl Valley. Mr, Dempsuy is

I yield to the gentleman from New York,

No; I do not yield for that purpose.
The gentleman yielded to me. Have I the floor,

1 am answering the editorial in the Chi-
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from Buffalo. He is the chief advocate of the so-called all-American
waterway from the Lakes to the sea by way of the Hudson River.
If Mr. DespseEy can get our Mississippi Valley waterway for us,
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the valley Representatives can afford to do all In their power for his
route.

Now, 1 take the stand in defending my position on the all-
American waterway that I have the right to defend the St
Lawrence waterway, which is of more interest to our shippers
than the proposed Chicago waterway. The interests I repre-
sent are perhaps the largest, and will have something to do with
the great waterway from the Great Lakes through the St.
Lawrence River to the ocean.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I ask the Speaker to rule on
that. That is on the merits of the proposition. What has
that to do with the question of the gentleman's privilege?
Many men, no doubt, conld rise in their places to a question
of personal privilege as being accused of being in favor of
farm legislation. You could discuss those questions until
next December. That has to do with the merits of the bill
Nobody can tell from that what charge is made against the
gentleman.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the further point of order
that that is entirely in reference to the gentleman from New
York [Mr., DempseY] and has nothing to do with the gentle-
man from Michigan.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to decide that the
point of order is well taken. The Chair hopes that the gentle-
man will follow the spirit of the rule that bhas been suggested
here.

AMr. SOSNOWSKI. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, in further
defense of my record against what was said by the Chicago
Tribune I repeat that that paper has referted to me as “an
embatiled foreigner.” I would like to know from the dis-
tinguished gentlemen on this floor, who have continually been
raising points of order, what is the proper interpretation of an
American citizen? Is a person who was born and raised in
this country, who has given his service to the country at every
call, an Amerlean citizen or is he a foreigner? Can the man
whose people came from Ireland, Wales, or Ifaly, or Scotland,
or any other country, but who himself was born here so be
termed “ an embattled foreigner"? I challenge the statement
of the Chicago Tribune. I would like to compare iy record
with that of their sons and what they have done for the
country in this war. How many of the sons of the owners of
that paper have tendered their service to the country? I claim
that every American citizen and every Member of this House
has the right to defend his record.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield
there?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. No. I will not yield now.

I state further that in defending the rights of my people I
am doing exactly what is expected of every Representative in
this House by their people, and that is to represent their
interests and convey to the other Members of this House their
wishes before any matter ean be put through and enacted into
a law. The people of my district expect me to defend their
rights because their rights are in jeopurdy, and they have more
to lose than any other district in the country, becanse they are
bordering to-day on our greatest inland waterway, the Great
Lakes system, where, as has been stated before, hundreds of
millions of tons pass through yearly. I have the right to pro-
tect their interests as their Representative, and I am endeavor-
ing to exercise that right given us as Representatives in this
House under the Constitution of the United States. And 1
maintain that when we come here before this House of intelli-
gent Members—because only intelligent men in the country are
selected for these offices—I should demand of them in a matter
of sneh great importance as this their careful pernsal to see
whether or not our rights are being jeopardized or whether it
is defrimental to our interest.

The State of Michigan in championing this cause is taking
the proper and only legal way. It has asked the United Stafes
Supreme Court to render a decision as to whether or not the
diversion of water from Lake Michigan for the sanitary district
of Chicago is legal. The State of Michigan questions that
right, yet the State of Michigan did not turn out its National
Guard or machine guus and artillery to defend its rights; they
appealed to the highest court of this country, the Supreme
Court of the United States, and the State of Michigan is
willing to abide by the decisions of that court, as it has
always.

I want to call your attention once more, gentlemen, to the
fact that anything that is taken illegally, whether it is taken
from a State or person, is a steal, and I maintain that any-
thing over and above that which is permitted by the Secretary
of War, or that which is permitted by this House, is a steal,
and if this House will concur in that steal it will legislate
something into law that is wrong.
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Mr. ENELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
the gentleman is not complying with the request of the Speaker
of the House.

Mr, SOSNOWSKIL
conclusion——

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order and ask
for a ruling.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. I am confining myself to the editorial.

Mr, SNELL. No; the gentleman is discussing Michigan and
its position.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI., And their interests, which I am de-
fending. i

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan is proceeding
very close to the line. Of course, he is defending his position
in calling something a steal which he is opposed to and which
was the foundation of the article of which he complains. But
the Chair thinks the gentleman from Michigan ought to carry
out the spirit of the suggestion made by the Chair.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. SABATH. A few moments ago, in answering a query,
the gentleman stated that he does not refer to the bill when
he mentions a steal, and when he answered the question as
to a steal he stated there was nothing in the bill that gives
or permits the taking of any water. Now, he repeats the word
“gteal.” There is no evidence anywhere that the city of
Chieago is stealing anything, because the gentleman has stated
it has the right to take a certain amount of water, which has
been authorized by the Secretary of War, and I defy him or
anyone to try to prove that the city of Chicago or the Sanitary
District is taking a drop more than it is permitted to take by
the Secretary of War.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will pro-
ceed in order.

Mr. SCHAFER and Mr. HOWARD rose.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield
to the gentleman from Nebraska for the purpose of propounding
a parliamentary inquiry?

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. 1 yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not make it without
the permission of the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. SCHAFER. The gentleman™from Michigan was merely
calling attention to the fact that he is representing many
sovereign voters of the great State of Michigan and that he
was exercising his constitutional rights as a Member in press-
ing their desires in opposing this diversion, and that he was
acting in that eapacity——

Mr. WINGO. Mr, Speaker, I make the point of order that
a slow recital of obvious facts is not responsive to the question
of personal privilege, which the gentleman from Michigan is
presenting to the House.

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be heard on
that point of order. Mr. Speaker, the point of order is not
well taken. This editorial, whiech resulted in the gentleman
from Michigan rising to a point of personal privilege, brands
him in fact as a foreigner and-I was merely reciting pertinent
questions in the gentleman’'s time, which showed the real
reasons and his motives for opposing this diversion; that it
was in the interest of real Americanism and not in the interest
of a foreigner or a foreign government, which the article in the
newspaper would indicate. I think that every word I have
said is entirely in order and in accordance with the spirit and
the letter of the rules regarding the question of personal
privilege.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Mr, Speaker, I have no further desire
to keep this House any longer. I think I have covered my
case clearly. I want to take this opportunity of thanking
the Members for giving me their time and listening to my
grievances. I think I had a perfect right to appeal to this
body. In conclusion, let me state as a native-born American,
that in this battle I have only the interest of my country
at heart. I want to serve all the people regardless of nation-
ality, name, location, race, creed, or color. With Stephen
Decatur I can say:

Our country! In her intercourse with foreign nations may she
always be In the right; but our country, right or wrong.
I thank you. [Applause.]
OEDER OF BUSINESS

The S’'EAKER. When the House adjourned last night the
unfinished business was the third reading of certain bills, the

Mr. Speaker, I want to say further in
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gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CraMToN] demanding the read-
ing of the engrossed copies.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. CRAMTON. The proper place for a motion to recommit
is after the third reading?

The SPEAKER. After the third reading, Does the gentle-
man demand the reading in full of the engrossed copies?

Mr. CRAMTON, I do.

COMMUNITY CENTERS ON RECLAMATION PROJECTS

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill (H. R. 11060)
to authorize the extension of the application of the aet en--
titled “An act to authorize the reservation of public lands for
country parks and community eenters within reclamation proj-
ects, and for other purposes,” approved October 5, 1914.

The bill was read the third time.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit,

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman opposed to the bill?

Mr. CRAMTON. I am not necessarily opposed to it; and if
anyone is opposed to the bill, I would have to yield.

The SPEAKER. Does anyone opposed to the bill desire to
offer a motion to recommit? If not, the Chair will recognize
the gentleman from Michigan. =

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan offers a
motion to recommit, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. CBAMTON moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on the
Public Lands with instructions to amend the same by substituting
therefor the following bill, and to forthwith report said bill so amended
back to the House : .

“A bill to anthorize the extension of the application of the act entitied
‘An act to authorize the reservation of public lands for country parks
and community centers within reclamation projects, and for other
purposes,’ approved October 5, 1914

" Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act
to authorize the reservation of public lands for country parks and
community centers within reclamation projects, and for other purposes,’
approved October 5, 1914, be extended to the following-described land :

“All in lot 2, section 22, township 7 north, range 1 west, Boisa
meridian, beginning at the northwest corner of said lot 2; thence south
along a line parallel to the eastern boundary of said lot 2 to the inter-
section with the northerly meander line of the Payette River; thence
westerly along the nertherly meander line of the Payette River to the
intersection with the western boundary of said lot 2; thence mnorth
along the western boundary of said lot 2 to the northwest corner of
=aid lot 2, which is the point of beginning.”

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous guestion
on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
CrauMTON) there were—ayes 70, noes 0.

Mr. CRAMTON., Mr, Speaker, I make the point of no
quorum.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn,

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
MappeEN) there were—ayes 68, noes 113,

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays
on the motion to adjourn,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands the
¥yeas and nays. As many as favor ordering the yeas and nays
will rise and stand until counted. [After counting.] Thirty-
one Members have risen; not a sufficient number.

So the motion to adjourn was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The question is'on the motion of the gentle-
man from Michigan to recommit the bill with instructions.

The question was taken: and on a division (demanded by
Mr. CramTON) there were—ayes 25, noes 140,

8o the motion to recommit was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass?

Mr, CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
the demand for a division is dilatory, as there was no opposi-
tion to the bill ; not a single “no " was recorded,

Mr, KETCHAM. Mr, Speaker, the gentleman is wrong
about that. I voted against the bill, _

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman from Arkansas is wrong
alike as to the faets and the parliamentary law.

The SPEAKER. The demand for a division is a matter of
right. -

The guestion was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. CrRaMTON) there were—ayes 165, noes 11.
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Mr. CRAMTON. Mr, Speaker, I move to reconsider the
vote by which the bill was passed.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves to
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. Did the
gentleman vote for the bill?

Mr, CHINDBLOM. No; the gentleman voted against it

The SPEAKBER, Did the gentleman vote on the prevailing
side?

Mr. CRAMTON. No.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
without a roll-call vote it does not matter which side the gen-
tleman voted on. He has a right to make the motion to
reconsider.

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think so.

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman from Michigan admitted he
voted on the other side, and that ought to end it.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. I think the gentleman from Mlichigan
can take care of himself without the help of his colleague.
The gentleman stated he voted on the other side, and the
Chair, of course, had the right to take his word.

So the bill was passed.

DUTIES OF CITIZENSHIP

Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. Mr. Speaker, no more
important privilege attaches to citizenship in this fair land than
that of voting for those officials in State and Nation to whom
are intrusted the conduct of public affairs. The tendency is
widespread to eriticize such officials, often unjustly, but inves-
tigation will frequently reveal that such criticisms are made by
persons who fail to exercise their voting franchise either by
absenting themselves from the polls or by failing to qualify, by
registration or otherwise, so that they may have a voice and
a vote in selecting their local, State, or National representatives.

Failure to vote is regrettable and unpardonable and places
a cltizen in the position where his wails and complaints should
have little force and should be received with scant sympathy.
He, by his own example, brings about a condition which is sadly
to be deplored.

Many States have laws providing for registration. They
differ as to the period, but most of them permit registration up
to a time reasonably close to the date of election. In Rhode
Island, however, the registration books close on June 30, and
those who do not register before that date are deprived of the
opportunity of voting in the succeeding fall elections. Regard-
less of party, it is the duty of all good citizens to qualify by
registration so that they may participate in choosing their
public officials.

No one who does not exercise the privilege of the franchise
has any moral right to criticize the selection of candidates and
officials by those who take enough interest in the affairs of their
Government to participate in the selection of such officials. If
incompetent or dishonest men are elected to office, it is largely
by reason of such dereliction.

RELIEF OF CERTAIN COUNTIES IN OREGON AND WASHINGTON

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill (H. R. 11329)
for the relief of certain counties in the States of Oregon and
Washington, within whose boundaries the revested Oregon &
California Railroad Co. grant lands are located.

The bill was read the third time.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan offers a mo-
tion to recommit, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. CraMTON moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on Publie
Lands with instructions to amend the same by substituting therefor
the following bill, and to forthwith report said bill so amended back to
the House :

“A bill for the rellef of certaln counties in the States of Oregon and
Washington ‘within whose boundarles the revested Oregon & Cali-
fornia Railroad Co. grant lands are located
“Be it enacted, eto., That the Treasurer of the United States, mpon

the order of the Secretary of the Interlor, shall pay to the several

counties in the States of Oregon and Washington, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, amounts of money equal to
the taxes that would have accrued against said lands for the years

1917 to 1925, inclusive, if the lands had remained privately owned

and taxable. S
“ Buch amounts shall be ascertained by using the nssessed value for

the year 1916, used by the Secretary of the Interior in arriving at the

accrued taxes for 1916 and the rate of taxes prevalling for the several
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purposes in each county, school district, or port district for each of
such years.

“Bec. 2, The Becretary of the Inferior shall ascertain as soon as may
be after the approval of this act the rate of taxation so prevalling,
compute the amount to be paid each county for each of such years, and
Issue an order therefor upon the Treasurer of the United States.

“In computing the amounts so to be paid the Secretary of the Inte-
rlor shall include all Oregon & California land-grant lands title to
which remains in the United States on the 1st day of May of each year.

“ BEc, 8. On or before the 1st day of October of each year after 1930
the Secretary of the Treasury, upon the order of the Secretary of the
Interior, shall pay to the several counties smounts of money equal to
the taxes upon said lands within such counties, to be ascertained, com-
puted, and reported in the same manner as for the preceding years,
until all charges against said ‘Oregon & California land-grant fund'
ghall have been liguidated and the saild fund shows a credit balance
as available for distribution under section 10 of the act approved
June 9, 1916,

* SEc. 4, All moneys paid under the terms of this act shall be charged
against the said *Oregon & California land-grant fund,' and all pro-
ceeds received from the =ale of lands, timber, or otherwise shall be
placed to the credit of such fund until all sums charged against such
fund are fully and completely liquidated, and until the United States
has been so fully reimbursed no distribution shall be made as provided
in section 10 of the said act approved June 9, 10186,

* 8rc. §. All moneys paid and received under the provisions of this
act by any county shall be prorated, apportioned, and pald to the
State, county, port distriets, school districts, or road districts in the
same proportion as the taxes assessed, levied, and collected by the
county for the year covered by such payment are apportioned and
paid, to the State, county, and each such civil subdivision will receive
the same amount as though the money had been paid by a taxpayer for
each year." 5

Mr. SINNOTT, Mr. LAGUARDIA, and Mr. CHINDBLOM
rose,

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion on the motion to recommit,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the com-
mittee, I desire recognition in opposition to the motion to
recommit.

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question
on the motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Six-
NOoTT] moves the previous question on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
CrAMTON) there were—ayes 128, noes 35.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand tellers,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands
tellers, As many as are in favor of taking this vote by tellers
will rise and stand until counted. [After counting.] Thirty-
eight Members have risen, not a sufficient number, and tellers
are refused.

So the previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken, and the motion to recommit was
rejected.

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass?

The question was taken, and the bill was passed.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed.

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay that motion on
the table.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, referring to the right of a
Member to move to reconsider——

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, is the motion debatable?

Mr. CRAMTON. I thought it might be in order to cite the
rule.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Oregon to lay the motion of the gentleman from
Michigan on the table.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
CraMTON) there were 162 ayes and 38 noes,

Mr, SCHAFER, Mr, Speaker, I object to the vote on the
ground that there is not a guorum present. :

The SPEAKHER. The gentleman from Wisconsin makes the
point that no quorum is present. The Chair will count.
[After counting.] Two hundred Members present, not a
quorum,

Mr. MADDEN. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

Mr. CRAMTON. And on that, Mr, Speaker, I ask for the
yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 45, nays 271,
answered “ present” 1, not voting 114, as follows:
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Beck

Begg

Berger
Brand, Ohfo
Browne
Burton
Carpenter
Chalmers
Clague
Cooper, Ohio
Cramton
Fitzgerald, W.T.

Abernethy
Ackerman
Adkins
Allen
Allgood
Almon
Andrew
Arentz
Arnold
Aswell
iuf der Heide

yres
Bacharach
Bachmann
Bailey
Barbour

Byrns

Canfield
Cannon

Carew

Carss

Carter, Calif.
Carter, Okla.
Chapman
Chindblom
Chgstaphemn

ollier
Colling
Colton
Connally, Tex.
Conn
Connolly, Pa.
Coyle
Crisp
Crosser
Crowther
gul.len

'urry
Davis
Deal
Dempsey
Dickinson, Iowa
Dickstein
Dominick
Doaghton
Douglass

Aldrich

ey
ppleby
Bacon
Bankhead
%arlﬂey

eers
Black, N. Y.
-Burwllng
Brumm
Buchanan
Bulwinkle -
Burtness
Campbell
Celler

Davenport
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[Roll No. 105]
YEAS—45
Hardy McLeod
Hooper Mead
l-loga{rd ﬁichener
Huddleston ooney
Hudson Moore, Ohlo
James ‘-.}\Ielsk?. Wis,
Jenkins "AT!
Johnson, 8. Dak, Reed, N. Y.
Kearns Bchafer
Kettham Schneider
Lampert Scott
Mchaughliu. Mlch.Bears, Nebr,
NAYS—271
Dowell King
Daoyle Kopp
Drewry Kunz
Driver Kurtz
Edwards Kvale
Elliott LaGuardia
Ellis am
Eslick Lankford
Esterly rsen
Fairehiia Teathe
“air eTW!
Faust Leavltt '
Fenn Lehlbach
Fisher Letts
Fletchier Lindsa
Fort Little
Foss Lowrey
Freeman Lozier
French Lyon
Frothingham
er MeDuffie
McKeown
Gambrill MceMillan
Garrett, Tex, McReynolds
Gasque McSweeney
Gibson acﬂmr
Gifford Madden
Gilbert Mngee N.X.
Glynn rady
Golds Mo
Goodwin ove
Gorman ansfield
Green, apes
Griest Martin, La.
H“ﬂn il{,arttﬂ. Mass,
adley enges
Hale erritt
Hall, Ind. Michaelson
Hans Millig
REFSN gan
Hastings Montague
Hawes Montgomery
Hawley Moore, Ky.
Hayden Moore, Va.
Hersey Morehead
HleEIvI Morrow
Hill, Md. . Nelson, Mo,
Hill, Was Newton, Minn
Hoch Newton, Mo.
HOFE Norton
Holaday O'Connell, N. Y,
Houston 0’Connell, R. I,
Huds;ieth 0'Connor,
Hull, Morton D. 0Oldfield
ull, W Oliver, Ala
rwin liver, N. Y
Jarcobstein 'arker
Johnson, Ind. Peery
Johnson, Tex. Perlman
Johnson, Wash, Prall
Jones Pratt .
Kahn Purnell
Keller gua:]e
Kemp uin
T n
Kiefner ney
Kiess yer
Kindred Rankin
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1
Treadway
NOT VOTING—114
Davey Hall, N. Dak,
ﬁnﬂwn i Hare
ckinson, Mo. angen
Drane Hill, Ala,
Dyer Hull, Tenn
Fatnn Jeffers
Johnson, I
Fitzgera]d, Roy G. Johnson, Ky,
F]x e ¥ ell
Eendall
Fmderlcks Kincheloe
Free rk
Fuller Knutson
Furlow Lea, Calif.
Gallivan , Ga.
Garber Lineberger
Gardner, Ind. Linthicum
Garner, Tex., Luce
Garrett, Tenn, McFadden
Golder McLa , Nebr,
El‘ﬂ h&ll:!ll ﬂcﬁwn IEL
ireen, lowa 3
Greenwood Mﬁf:e

Sosnowski

Williamson
Woodruff

Ransley
Rathbone
Rayburn
Reed -

¥
Rutherford
Sabath
Banders, Tex,
Bnndlin

Bege:
Bhancnberger
Simmons
Sinnott
Somers, N. Y.
Bpeaks

Spearin
Bproul, ill.
Stedman
Stevenson
Btobbs
Btrong, Kans.
Etra TP

Bwing

Taber
Taylor, Col:?.
Taylor, N. J.
Temple

Thomas
Thurston

Whittington
Wilson, La.
Wingo
Winter
Wolverton
Wood

Wright
Wurzbach
Wyant

M n
orty

urphy
Nelson, Me,
O'Connar, N, Y,
Patterson
Peavey
Perking
Phillips
Porter
Pou
Reece
Robsion, Ky.
Sanders, N. Y

eTs, . Ko

Sears, Fla,
Shreve
S!nclnir

: i!mlthwick

ell
Stalker
Steagall
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Stephens Taylor, Tenn, Whainwright Wilson, Miss.
Bullivan Taylor, W. Va. Walters Woodrum
Sumners, Tex, Thatcher Weaver Yates
Bwartz Tucker Welsh Zihiman
Bweet Tydings Williams, I11,

Swoope Vare Williams, Tex.

So the motion to adjourn was refused.
The following additional pairs were announced :
Additional general pairs:

Mr. Graham with Mr, Bulwinkle

Mr. Stalker with Mr, Tuck

Mr. Sanders of New York with Mr. Williams of Texas,
Mr, Anthony with Mr. SBears of Florida.

Mr, Walters with Mr., Corning.

Mr. Greene of Iowa with Mr, Celler.

Mr, Mills with Mr. Pou, .
Mr. Garber of Oklahoma with Mr. McSwaln.

Mr. Wainwright with Mr. Lea of California.

Mr. Stephens with AMr. chkjmon of Missourl.

Mr. Burtness with Mr. l.n.g

Mr. Free with Mr. Wil.son of Mississippi.

Mr. Shreve with Mr, Jeffers,

Mr. Johnson of Illinnis with Mr. Kincheloe.

Mr., Porter with Mr.

Mr. Snell .with Mr, O’ Connnr of New York.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, I beg to submit that the
question recurs on a vote on the passage of the bill

Mr. CRAMTON. I make the point of order that the business
in order now is a call of the roll on the passage of the bill.
The situation is this: There was a division of the House and
the gentleman from Wisconsin objected on the ground that there
was not a quorum present.

Mr. SINNOTT. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it,

Mr, SINNOTT. When the point of no guornm was made my
motion was before the House to lay the motion of the gentle-
man from Michigan to reconsider on the table. The gentleman
from Michigan moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill .
was passed and I moved to lay that motion on the table.

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman is correct. The question is
on the motion of the gentleman from Oregon to lay my motion
on the table. The oply point I am reaching is that there is
a roll call pending on that.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Oregon to lay the motion of the gentleman from
Michigan to reconsider on the table, upon which there is an
automatic call

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the Chair hear me on that?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The situation is this: A vote was had
on the motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table,
To that objection was made on the ground that there was no
quorum present. The Chair counted and found that there
was no quorum present, but immediately a motion was made
to adjourn, and upon the motion to adjourn a guornm was
developed. Therefore the objection to the vote that was taken
on another question becomes null.

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman overlooks the fact that it
was announced that there was no quornm present, and when
that announcement was made there came as a matter of course
an automatic call of the House.

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that the develop-
ment of a quorum on a subsequent vote would avoid a eall of
the House.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. If there are precedents to that effect, I

will desist.
Mr. CRAMTON. The rule is this:

Whenever a quorum fails to vote on any gquestion, and a quorum
is mot present, and objection is made for that cause, ucless the House
shall adjourn there shall be a call of the Homse, and the Sergeant
at Arms shall forthwith proceed to bring in absent Members, and the
yeas and nays on the pending gquestion shall at the same time be con-
gidered as ordered.

The House decided mnot to adjourn, and on that call it hap-
pened that a quorum was present, but that did not do away
with the order for the roll call on the pending guestion.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. If the Chair's mind is satisfied, I shall
not take the time now, but I think there is room for debate.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Oregon to lay the motion to reconsider on the table.
A quornm not having developed at that time, the automatic call
must be had.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 285, nays 33,
answered *“ present ” 2, not voting 111, as follows:

[Roll No. 106]

YEAS—285
Abernethy Allgood Andrew Anf der Heide
Ackerman Almon Arentz Ayres
Adkins Andresen * Arnold Bacharach
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Bachmann Evans Leavitt Rowbottom
fley Fairchild Lehlbach Rubey
Barbour Faust Letts Rutherford
Beedy Fenn Lindsay Sabath
Bell Fisher Little Sanders, Tex,
Black, Tex. Fitzgerald, Roy G. Lowrey Sandlin
Bland Fitzgerald, W. T. Lozier Sears, Nebr.
Blanton Fort Lyon ger
Bloom Foss MeClintie Shallenberger
Boles Freeman McDuflie Shreve
Bowles French - McFadden Simmons
Bowman I'rothingham McKeown Sinnott
Box Fulmer McLaughlin, Nebr. Soell
Boylan Furlow MeMillan iomers, N. Y.
Brand, Ga. Gambrill MeReynolds ipen’
Brand, Ohio Garrett, Tex, MeSwain Spearing
Briggs Gasque McSweeny Sproul, I!l
Brigham ¢ (ibson MaeGregor i,Trcml, Kans,
Britten Gifford Madden edman
Browne Gllbert Magee, N. Y, Stevenson
Browning Glynn Major Stobbs
Burdick Goldshorough Manlove Strong, Kans.
Burton Gorman Mansfield Strong, Pa.
BRutler Green, Fla. Martin, La, Strother
Byros Griest Martin, Mass. SBummers, Wash.
Canfield Hadley Mead Sumners, Tex,
Cannon Hale Menges Swank
(‘arew Hall, Ind. Mtchaelsnn Swing
C ‘arpen ter Hammer Michener Taber
Hardy Miller Taylor, Colo.
(arter Calif. Hastings Milligan Taylor, N. J.
Carter, Okla. Hawes Montague Temple
Chapman Hawley Montgomery Thomas
Chindblom Hayden Mooney Thurston
Christopherson  Hersey Moore, K{. Tillman
Clague Hickey Moore, Ohlo Tilson
Cole Hill, Wash. Moore, Va. Timberlake
Collier Hoch Morehead Tinkham
Collins Hogg Morgan Tolley
Colton ﬂgfudny Morrow Underhill
( ‘om:allr. Tex. Houston Murphy Underwood
Connery Howard Nelson, Mo. L'pduce
Conuolly, Pa. nuda%e Newton, Mo. Upshaw
Cooper, Ohio Hull, Morton D, Norton Vaile
Covle Irwin O'Connell, N. Y. Vestal
Crisp Jacobstein O'Connel], R. I.  Vinson, Ga.
(Crosser Jeflers O'Connor, La, Vinson, Ky.
Crowther Johnson, Ind. O'Connor, N. Y. Warren
Crumpacker Johnson, Wash,  Oldfield “‘_nwn
Cullen Jones Oliver, N. X, Watres
Curry Kahn Parker Watson
Davenport Kearns Parks “_ﬂfllld
Davis Keller Peery Weller
Iieal Kemp Perlman Wheeler
Dempsey Kerr Pratt White, Kans,
Dickinson, Towa Kiefner Purnell “:hlteijl!e.
Dickinson, Mo.  Kiess uayle Whitehead
Dickstein Kincheloe uin Whittington
Dominick Kindred Ragon Williams, Il
Doughton Kopp Ramseyer Willlamson
Douglass Kunz Rankin “_llsun, La.
Dowell Kvale Ransley Winter
Doyle LAaGuardia Rathbone Wolverton
Drewry Lanham Rayburn Wood
Driver Lankford Reed, Ark. Wright
Edwards Larsen Redd, I11. Wyant
Elllott Lazaro Robinson, Iowa
Ellis Lea, Callf, Rogers
Eslick Leatherwood Romjue
NAYS—33
Beck Huddleston \IcLaugI:liu, Mich. Scott
Begg Hudson Sosnowski
Berger James Magrady Thompson
Burtness Jenking Mapes \[lnce:nt. Mich.
Chalmers Johnson, 8. Dak. Merritt Volgt
Cramton Ketcham Nelson, Wlis., Woodrnft
Fletcher King Rainey
Frear Kurtz Schafer
Hooper Lampert Schneider
ANSWERED " PRESENT "—2
Grifin Treadway
NOT VOTING—111
1drich Esterl Kelly Smith
ﬁll!nu Fish * Kendall Smithwick
Anthony Flaherty Kirk Stalker
Appleby Fredericks Knutson steaﬁa.l
Aswell : Lee, Ga. ens
Bacon Fuller Lineberger Sullivan
Bankhead Funk Linthicum Bwartz
Barkley Galllvan Luce Sweet
-Beers Garber Magee, Pa, Swoope
Bixler Gardoer, Ind. Mills Taylor, Tenn.
Black, N. Y. Garner, Tex. Morin Taylor, W. Va.
Bowling Garrett, Tenn, Nelson, Me. Thatcher
HBrumm Golder Newton, Minn. Tincher
Buchanan Goodwin Oliver, Ala, Tucker
Iulwinkle Graham Patterson Tydings
Busby Green, Iowa Peavey Yare
(Campbell * Greenwood Perkins Wainwright
(‘eller Hal, N. Dak Phillips Walters
Cleary Hare Porter Weaver
(‘ooper, Wis. Harrison Pou Welsh
Corning Haugen Prall Willlams, Tex.
Cox Hill, Ala Reece Wilson, Miss.
Darrow Hill, Md. Reed. N. Y. Win
Davey Hull, Tenn. Robsion, Ky. Woodrum
I'enison Hull, Willlam E. Rouse Wurzbach
Dirane Johnson, Il Sanders, N. Y. Yates
Liyer Johnson, Ky, Rears, Fla. Zihlman
Eaton Jolinson, Tex, Sinclair

JUNE 3

So the motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table
was agreed fto.

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs;

Until further notice:

Mr. Kendall with Mr. Barkley.

Mr. Patterson with Mr. Black of New York.
Mr. Flaherty with Mr, Tydings.

Mr. Beers with Mr. Aswell.

Mr. Haugen with Mr. Prall

Mr. Knutson with Mr. Harrison,

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr, Johnson of Texaa,
Mr. Stepheng with Mr. Busby.

Mr. Wainwright with Mr, Davis,

Mr. Dyer with Mr. Oliver of Alabama.

Mr. Fredericks with Mr. Wingo,

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.
CARL BRONNEER

Mr. COYLE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
gentlewoman from Massachusetts [Mrs. Rocers] be permitted
to address the House for five minutes with reference to a most
distingnished veteran of the World War at the moment present
in the gallery.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
nnanimous consent that the gentlewoman from Massachusetts
[Mrs. RocErs] may address the House for five minutes. Is
there objection?

There was no objection. ;

AMrs. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
there is in the gallery a World War veteran, Mr. Carl Bron-
ner, who is a constituent of our distingnished Speaker. [Ap-
plause.] Carl Bronner can not see us because he lost both of
his eyes. He not only gave his eyes for us but he gave both
hands. As if that were not enough for him to suffer, last
yvear he had sleeping sickness for three months. In spite of
all that he graduates in June from the University of Maryland
as a lawyer. [Applause.]

When he was discharged from the service he had only a
seventh-grade education, so we can realize what this boy has
accomplished. One can Imagine the pride of his mother, who
is now sitting beside him. [Applause.] I do not believe any
human being in the world has accomplished more for us than
has this boy. The other day I told him I thought he had had
a hard tilme. He sald, No; that the Government had done
so much for him; that it had taught him to read and taught
him to write. He uses a typewriter and I have never found
a mistake In one of his letters. He also said the Government
gave him an instructor with no bhands in order that he might
learn to use his hands.

I think there is nothing that we can do or say to show our
deep gratitude to this boy, who is carrying on under terrible
"handicaps with a courage that beggars deseription; there is no
mark of respect or of love too great to pay him. [Applause.]
I am extremely grateful to him, and I know, Mr. Speaker, what
pride you have in your constituent. [Applause.]

JEFFERSON DAVIS

Mr. KINCHELOE. DMr. Speaker, in view of the fact that
to-day is the anniversary of the birthday of Jefferson Davis,
who was born in Kentucky, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks in thes Recorp by inserting therein a speech made
by my colleague, Mr, CHAPMAN, at Paris, Ky., on the life of
Jefferson Davis.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorn by printing
therein the speech made by his colleague. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr, KINCHELOE. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
under leave this day granted me to extend my remarks in the
Recorn by printing a speech delivered at Parls, Ky., by my
colleague, Mr. CHAPMAN, and to-day being the birthday of
Jefferson Davis, who was born in Kentucky, it is with pleasure
that I insert the same, as follows:

SpEEcH OF HOX. VigGIL CHAPMAN, DELIVERED AT COXFEDERATE MEMO-

RIAL SERVICE AT Paris, Ky,

Sunshine and shower have wrapped the billowy greensward with
a mantle of living verdure. Hill and vale are robed in exquisite
bloom. The feathered minstrels of nature fill the woodlands with
sweetest song. The balmy zephyrs of the Southland bear on thelr
wings the perfume exhaled by summer flowers. The magic pencil of
the sunshine paints a bow upon the flying raln clouds. The sun from
its cornucopia of gold pours myriad gems into the flowery lap of June.

The blue grass grows and the roses are entwined upon the graves
of heroes sleeping the cternal sleep. To-day we come to this bivouae
of the dead to bow at memory’s holy shrine, with uncovered heads,
and gaze through mists of unshed tears as with loving hearts and

ready hands we strew flowers on the mounds in which rest the sacred
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ashes of our deathless dead. The Southland, from the Ohlo River to
the glittering waters of the Gulf, is billowed with the graves of those
who fought for a forlorn hope, wore the faded gray, and followed the
tattered battle flag of Dixle until the star of hope sank behind clouds
of despalr and the old conquered banner went down in a pall of gloom
at Appomattox, the Calvary of southern glory.

“ Nor wreck, nor change, nor winter's blight,
Nor time's remorseless doom,
Can dim one ray of glory’s light
That gilds their deathless tomb."
TRIBUTE TO DAVIS

Not only is this Confederate Memorial Day but it is also the anni-
versary of the natal day of the great civilian chieftain of the South,
the only president of the Confederacy—Jefferson Davis., No other day
would be so appropriate for this service. Consider his life and charac-
ter. The episodes of his career pass in panorama before us,

We see him as the young eavaller returning from his father's plan-
tation in Mississippi to Transylvania University in his native State.
We see him graduate from West Point and become the magnanimous
captor of Chief Black Hawk. We see him like an archangel of war
leading his Mississippl Rifies at Buena Vista, wringing victory from
defeat and glorifying American arms. We see him representing his
proud southern constituency in the National House of Representatives;
then we see him adorning the Federal Senate as a contemporary of
Webster and Clay, Benton and Calhoun, and I deelare to you that, as I
read bistory, I believe that as a statesman, a debater, and a man of
honor and character, Jefferson Davis was the peer of any of the four.
We see him gracing the Cabinet of Franklin Plerce as Secretary of
War,

When the storm c¢louds gather and the lightning of fratricidal strife
fashes from every hilltop we see him as the tall, suncrowned leader of
the South standing four square while the tempest rages around him.
* His civie laurels will not yield in splendor to the brightest chaplet
that ever bloomed upon a warrior’s brow.” Then when all except love
and honor is lost we see him in irons confined in a casemate at Fortress
Monroe, his proud spirit unconquered and unconquerable, preferring to
endure chains and indignity rather than sacrifice prineiple and honor.

A few years ago it was my privilege to speak at the base of a
giant obelisk at Fairview, Ky., on the spot where Jefferson Davis was
born. It is being erected by the loving hands of the people of the
South ; when completed it will be second in height only to the monu-
ment in the Nation's Capital dedicated to the memory of the Father
of Our Country, and as stone is added to stone it will tower skyward
until it seems to beckon the clouds to alight and rest upon its summit,

PROUD OF SOUTHERN BLOOD

Of all the heritages that have come down to us from the past, to
me the proundest heritage is that every drop of blood in my body 1s
Southern blood. We feel Infinite pride in the matchless heroism and
deathless valor of those who wore the gray and fought for the Stars
and Bars; and the annals of the humanrace contain no record of a
braver, more intrepid soldiery.

One of my blood enlisted in the Confederate Army in 1861 and
fought under the Starry Cross of the SBouth on many a fleld of -carnage
and of death. While battling as a member of the “ Orphan Brigade "
he was mortally wounded, and as his crimson life drops bedewed the
plaln of Baton Rouge, he died, as the true Kentuckian always dies,
facing his enemy.

“And blood that poured from his hero heart
On the spot where he nobly perished
Was drunk by the earth as a sacrament
In the holy cause he cherished,”

FOUGHT FOR PRINCIPLES

We make no apology for the South. No apology 18 needed. I need
not tell you that the institution of slavery was introduced in this coun-
try by the North, that the North flouted a deelslon of the United
States Supreme Court and that nullification and secesslon—widely dif-
fering, though often confounded—had their genesis on the rock-bound
const of New England and not on the sunny flelds of the South,

You did not fight for chattel slavery, but you fought for the eternal
principle of Btate soverelgnty and local self-government, The strife
of the sixties was not a rebelllon; you were mot rebels, It was a war
between Lthe Btates, a war over an idea, a war about a question of
constitutional interpretation. No honest man has ever guestioned that
vou fought for the right as you concelved it. You were overpowered
and overwhelmed by irresistible force and inexhaustible resources, but
to the end you were undaunfed and unconguered, and you are un-
daunted and uneconquered yet, proud in defeat, ecovered with honor,
and crowned with a halo of glory.

Jefferson Davis and John C. Breckinridge stood for the funda-

mental principles on which this Nation was founded, the principles-

enunciated by the Sage of Monticello and crystallized in the Constitu-
tlon by James Madison. And if this Republic is to live and be per-
petuated as a blessing to countless generations yet unbornm, if it is to
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fulfill its destiny and escape the fate of those nations whose wrecks

litter the pages of history, that salvation must be aechleved by ad--

herence to the principles for which you offered your lives in the bloom

of young manhood—the principles of the fathers of this Republic. Our

Government must be preserved as am * indissoluble Union of inde-

structible States.” 5 !
OLD CONQUERED BANNER

A few days ago at Loulsville, Ky., after Confederate veterans had
been invited to partlc_:lpate in & memorial service, some man refused
them the priceless privilege of carrying their old flag in the parade,
I am ashamed that such a thing could happen in Kentucky. Where
is the man whose mind is so wrapped in bigotry, whose heart is so
warped with prejudice, whose soul Is so shriveled with intolerance,
that he would criticize and revile these grizzled veterans of the six-
ties if once a year, on Memorial Day, they unfurl that old con-'
quered banner, kiss its folds, and press it to their throbbing bosoms?®
That objection at Louisville was not made in the spirit of magnan-
imity which brooded over the last hours of the martyr Lincoln, the
spirit in which the soldfer, Grant, clagped in warm, friendly grasp
the hand of the soldier, Lee, the spirit in which Horace Greeley signed
the bail bond of Jefferson Davis, and the spirit manifested in a thou-
sand ways by members of the Grand Army of the Republic and the
United Confederate Veterans.

These veterans are as loyal citizens of the Republic as ever stood
on freedom's soil, and their sons and grandsons are as brave soldiers
of the Republic as ever fought under freedom's banner. They sent
those boys across the sea, and thelr blood, poured out in a gushing
torrent on Flanders' fields, made richer and redder the crimson stripes
in 0Old Glory's folds. These soldlers of the South clasped hands
across the breach of years with soldiers of the North, poured balm on
the wounds and covered with tears the sears of war, as they joined
in the sublime sentiment—

*“Here’s to the blue of the wind-swept North;
When they meet on the fields of France
May the spirit of Grant be with them all
As the sons of the North advance,

* Here's to the gray of sun-kissed South;
When they meet on the fields of France
May the spirit of Lee be with them all
Ag the sonsg of the South advance.

“ Here's to the blue and the gray as one;
When they meet on the flelds of France
May the spirit of God be with them all
As the sons of the flag advance.”

After all this it is inconceivable that any American wounld execrate
or vilify these knightly sons of the old South if they unfurl this old
battle flag, baptized in southern heroes’ blood, consecrated with south-.
ern heroines’ tears, this old tattered flag of southern valor and southern
glory. In the words of Isaiah, * Woe is me!"

FLAG OF THE UNION

In my lbrary Is a medallion of George Washington, and above
it are draped the silken folds of the Stars and Btripes, By its side is
a medallion of that other great Virginian, the greatest soldier that
ever spoke the English language, the greatest military captain that
ever sheathed a stainless sword, the knightly, valiant, noble, dauntless,
peerless Robert Edward Lee. Above his portrait hangs the starry eross
of Dixie, Every day I go inte that room and look at those pictures
and those flags, and I return thanks to the God of Battles that those
men were Americans and southerners and that this Union was
preserved.

“The union of lakes, the union of lands,
The Union of States, noné can sever;
The union of hearts, the unionm of hands,
And the flag of the Union forever.”

THE WOMEN OF THE SOUTH

To you, the Daughters of the Confederacy, we commit the sacred
trust of preserving the preclons records of the War between the States
and embalming in memory for your children and your children’s chil-
dren the glorious heritage that is theirs, You are the davghters and
granddaughters of the noble women who kept the home fires burning
while their husbands, fathers, brothers, and sons offered their lives as
a pacrifice on the altar of the South. The heroie, devoted mother of
the South, from 1861 to 1865, enduring privation and suffering through
months of lonely waiting, surrounded by her household gods, mightly
gathered her children at her knee and prayed to the Lord of Hosts
to protect the home and preserve the life of the husband and father
in the bivouac¢ and on the fleld of battle.

Dr. Joseph Desha Pickett, of the old Transylvania University, at
Lexington, Ky., was visiting once In England. A lady asked him:
“ Doctor Pickett, why Is it that you are so polite since in your country
there is no queen?" The courtly old gentlemhan bowed and said:
* Madam, in England you have one queen; in my land every good
woman is a queen.” Those matchless heroines of the South were all—
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God Dbless their preclons memory—and so are you all, their daughters—
God bless you—uncrowned Southern gueens!

It is you, Daughters of the Confederacy, who must treasure up
those memorles and transmit them to the children of thls generation,
and tell them of the valorous deeds of Southern heroes, and teach
them those dear old Southern songs. While you are the daughters
of the Old South you are the mothers of the New South. Your son
will be the hero of the future. At your knee he learns first to lisp
childhood’s holy prayer, * Now I lay me down to sleep; I pray Thee,
Lord, my soul to keep. If I should die before I wake, I pray Thee,
Lord, my soul to take.” You teach him the long list of heroes' names—
Lee, Jackson, Morgan, Stuart, Forrest, Albert Sldney Johnston, and
all the rest of those “dead but sceptered sovereigns who still rule
our spirits from their urns.” He learns from you the thrilling story
of the hervic deeds of daunntless men. Yon teach him the high, clear
call of duty, summoning lilm to dedicate himself to his country, to
consecrate his life to service of the Prince of I'eace. You are the
gnidon of his lance. You set the golden lamps before his soul, that
mike it easy for him to *die to shape the world to the splendor of
his heart's desire.”

“I1f I were bung on highest hill,
Mother o' mine, O mother o' mine!
1 know that your love would follow still,
Mother o' mine, O mother o' mine!

“If I were drown'd in deepest sea,
Mother o' mine, O mother o' mine!
I know that your tears would come down to me
Mother o' mine, O mother o' mine!

“If 1 were lost of body and =oul,
Mother o' mine, O mother o' mine !
I know that your prayers would make me whole,
Mother o' mine, O mother o' mine!™

BEXEDICTION TO SOLDIERS

Soldiers of the South we love, as we gaze upon your thin gray
line, fast melting into blue and mingling with the skies, our prayer
is that as the shadows of evening gather around you. and the last ray
of the setting sun plays like a golden nimbus upon your venerable
beads covered with the snows of more than 80 winters, the One who
said, ‘Peace, be still,’ to the troubled waves of Galilee may breathe
a blessing npon the twilight of your lives, and beckon you to unending
repose where fadeless roses bloom in heaven’s eternal sunshine,

“A solemn murmur in the soul,
Tells of a world to be,

As travelers hear the billows roll,
Before they reach the sea.”

We, the children of the oid South, the South of hallowed history,
glorious tradition, and precious memories, must be the prophets of the
new South, the South—

“e = * Whose gaze I8 cast not only on the past,
But whose bright eyes the skies of promise sweep,
Whose feet In paths of progress swiftly leap,

And whose fresh thoughts like cheerful rivers run,
Through odorous ways to meet the morning sun.”

WASBHAKIE NATIONAL FOREST, WYO.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill (H. R. 11066)
to add certain public lands to the Washakie National Forest,
Wyo.

The Clerk read the bill the third time.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following motion
to recommit, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. CrRAMTON moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on the
I*ublic Lands with instructions to amend the same by substituting
therefor the following bill, and to forthwith report said bill so amended
back to the House:

“ Be is enacted, ete,, That the following-described public lands be, and
the same are hereby, added to and made a part of the Washakle Na-
tlonal Forest, Wyo., and are to be hereafter administered under the laws
and regulations relating to the national forests: Township 43 north,
range 108 west, sgixth principal meridian; west half section §; west
half, west half northeast guarter, southeast quarter sectlon 8; all of
section 17 ; all of section 20; west half, west half northeast quarter,
west half southeast quarter, northeast guarter southeast gquarter sec-
tion 21; north half northeast quarter, south half southeast quarter
sectlon 24 ; north half northwest quarter, northwest quarter northeast
guarter, northwest guarter southwest quarter section 28; north half,
north half southwest guarter, north half southeast quarter section 29.
Township 43 north, range 109 west, sixth principal merldian; south
half, southeast guarter northwest quarter section 33; northeast quarter
northeast gquarter, northeast quarter southeast guarter, south half
southeast quarter, southwest quarter section 36: Provided, That the
incluslon of any of the aforesald land in the -Washakie National Forest
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shall not affect adversely any valid application or entry pending at the
date of the approval of this act.”

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question
on the motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Oregon on ordering the previous question on the
motion to recommit. :

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr, CramrToN) there were—ayes 210, noes 38.

So the previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. CramTox) there were—ayes 32, noes 108,

Mr. CRABITON, Mr. Speaker, T object to the vote upon the
ground that there is not a gquorum present.

The SPEAKER. The Chair counted within a very few min-
utes and there were then present 248 Members. The Chair will
again count if the gentleman insists.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I shall not insist beyond this.
If the Chair is satisfied that there is a gquornm present, I shall
not press the matter.

The SPEAKER. The Chair counted 248 Members within two
or three minutes, and is conyinced that no large number has
left the room.

So the motion to recommit was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass?

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. CraMTON) there were—ayes 232, noes 40.

So the bill was passed.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed.

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, and I move to lay that motion
on the table.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Oregon to lay on the table the motion to reconsider
the vote by which the bill was passed.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. CramToN) there were—ayes 233, noes 42,

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands the
yeas and nays. As many as are in favor of taking this vote by
the yeas and nays will rise and stand until counted. [After
counting.] Forty-two AMembers have risen, not a sufficient
number.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for tellers on the de-
mand for the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. Forty-two gentlemen have arisen, mot a
sufficlent number, and tellers are refused.

So the motion to lay on the table the motion to reconsider
the vote by which the bill was passed was agreed to.

RIVERS AND HARBORS

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the further consideration of the hill
H. R. 11616, .

The guestion was taken.

5 'Z["hei SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair the ayes
ave it——

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, a division.

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 230, noes 55.

Mr., CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks for the
yeas and nays. Forty-four gentlemen have arisen, not a suffi-
cient number.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for tellers on the de-
mand for the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. Forty-eight gentlemen have arisen, a suffi-
cient number, and tellers are ordered. The gentleman from
Michigan and the gentleman from New York will take their
places as tellers,

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmenfary ingniry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. McDUFFIE. What is this question of tellers on?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from DMichigan demands
tellers on the demand for the yveas and nays.

Mr. McDUFFIBE. Mr, Speaker, I submit——

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that no debate is in corder.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Speaker, I am making a parliamen-
tary inquiry. When the Speaker put the question fo the
House that those who are in favor of having the vote by
“yeas and nays” would avize and not a suflicient number
arose, is not the constitutional requirement met? The gentle-
man is now asking for tellers to determine whether or not




we shall have the yeas and nays, 4 question just decided by a
failure of a sufficient number to rise when the Speaker put the
question. If a majority of those present vote “ no"——

The SPEAKER. That is for the tellers to determine. The
question to be determined is whether a requisite number de-
mand the yeas and nays.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Was not that determined when the

Speaker put the guestion just a moment ago and a sufficient.

number did not arise?

The SPEAKER. That was on the original demand for
tellers.

Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Speaker, is not the situation this: If
on this vote by tellers one-fifth vote in favor of a yea-and-nay
vote that we have that vote?

The SPEAKER. Exactly. Those favoring thé request of the
gentleman from Michigan will pass through the tellers.

The House again divided ; and the tellers (Mr. DEMpPsEY and
Mr. CramTON) reported that there were—ayes 48, noes 164.

The SPEAKER. Forty-eight is a sufficient number, so the
yeas and nays are ordered.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MADDEN. What is the vote on now?

The SPEAKER. The vote is on the guestion of the gentle-
man from New York that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for
the further consideration of the bill H. R. 11616.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 257, nays 64,
not voting 110, as follows:

[Roll No. 107]
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YBAS—257
Abernethy Edwards Kiess Reid, TIL
Ackerman Eiliott Kincheloe Robinson, Towa
Adkins Ellis Kindred Romjue
Allen Eslick King Rowbottom
Almon Evans Kirk Rubey
Andresen Fairchild Kopp Rutherford
Andrew Faust Kunz Babath
Arentz Fenn Lanham Banders, Tex.
Arnold Fisher Lankford Bandlin
Aswell Fort Lazaro Sears, Nebr
Auf der Heide Foss Lea, Calif eger
Ayres Free Lehibach Shallenberger
Bacharach Freeman Letts Binnott
Bachmann French Lindsay Snell
Bailey Frothingham Little Somers, N. Y.
Barbour Fulmer Lowrey n
Bell Funk Lozler Sprounl
Black, Tex, Furlow Lyon Steagall
Bland Gambrill cClintie Stedman
Bloom Garrett, Tex. MeDuttie Stevenson
Baoies Gasque McKeown Stobbs
Bowles Gifford McLaughlin, Nebr. Stronx, Kans.
Box Gllbert McMillan Strong, Pa.
Boylan Glynn MacGregor Swank
Brand, Ga. Goldabomugh Madden Taber
Briggs Goodwin Magee, N. Y, Taylor, N. J.
Brigham Gorman Major Taylor, Tenn,
Britten Graham Manlove Thomas
Browning Green, Fla Mansfield Thurston
Burdick Griest Martin, La. Tillman
Busby Griffin Martin, Mass, Tilson
Butler Hadley Me Timberlake
Byrns Hale Michaelson Tincher
Canfield Hall, Ind. iller Tinkham
Cannon Hall, N. Dak. Milligan Tolle:
Carew Hammer ontague Treadway
Carss Harde;o Moore, Ky.
Carter, Calif. Harrison Moore, Va. Lnderﬁll
Carter, Okla. Hastings Morehead \Updike
Chapman Hawes Morrow Upslmw
Chindblom Hawley Nelson, Mo. Valle
Cole I.Iayden \Tewton. Minn, Vestal
Collier Hersey Newton, Mo. Vinson, Ga.
Collins Hickey o Connel], N.X. Tinson Ky.
Colton Hill, Md O'Connell, R.I. Warren
Connally, Tex. Hogg O'Connor, La. Wason
Connery Holaday 0'Connor, N. Y, Watson
Connolly, Pa. Houston Oldfield Weller
Crisp Howard Oliver, Ala. Wheeler
Crowther Hudspeth Oliver, N. X. White, Kans.
Cullen Hull, Morton D, Parks White, Me,
Curry Hull, Willlam E. Peery Whitehead
Davenport Irwin Phillips Whittington
Davis Johnson, 111, Porter Willlams, 111,
Deal Johnson, Ind. Pratt Wilson, La.
Dempsey Johnson, 8. Dak. Purnell Winter
Dickinson, JTowa Jolinson, Tex. Quayle Wolverton
Dickinson, Mo. Johnson, Wash, Quin Wood
Doughton Jones Ragon Wright
Douglass Kahn Rainey Wurzbach
Dowell KEeller Rankin Wyant
Doyle Kem Ransley Yates
Drewry Keéndall Rathbone
Driver Kerr Rayburn
Dyer Kiefner Reed, Ark.

NAYS—64
Allgood Beg, Burtness Cooper, Wis.
Bprﬁ; Be?ggor Burton Co)-f:
Beedy Brand, Ohlo Chalmers Cramton
Beers Erowne Cooper, Ohio Crosser

Fitzgerald, W. T. Ketcham Mead Sosnowski
Fletcher Kurts Michener Speaks
Frear Kvale Mooney Summers, Wash.,
Hill “ash LaGuardia Moore, Ohlo Temple

Hoch Lampert Morgan Thompson
I Iooper Larsen Murphy Underwood
Huddleston Leatherwood \elson, Wis. Vincent, Mich,
Hudson Leavitt Reed, N. Voigt 3
Jacobstein McLaughlin, Mich. Sehafer Watres
James McSweeney Echnelder Wefald
Jenkins Magrady Seott Willlamson
Kearng Mapes Shreve

NOT VOTING—110

Aldrich Drane Luce Smith
Anthony Eaton McFadden Bmithwick
Appleby Esterly McLeod Bproul, Kans,
Bacon Fish McReynolds Stalker
Bankhead F itzg‘erald, Roy G. McSwain Stephens
Barkley Flaherty Magee, Pa. Strother
Bixler Fredericks Merritt Sullivan
Black, N. Y Fuller ills Bumners, Tex,
Blanton Gallivan Montgomery Swarts
Bowling Garber orin Bweet
Bowman Gardner, Ind. Nelson, Me Bwing
Brumm Garner, Tex, Norton Swoape
Buchanan Gnrrett, Tenn, Parker Taylor, Colo.
Bulwinkle Gibson Patterson Taylor, W. Va.
Campbell Golder Peavey Thatcher
Carpenter Green, Iowa Perkins Tucker
Celler Greenwood Perlman Vare
Christopherson  Hare FPou Wainwright
Clague augen Prall Walters
Cleary Hill, Ala. Ramseyer Weaver
Corning Hull, Tenn, Reece Welsh
Cox Jeffers Robsion, Ky. Williams, Tex.
Crumpacker Johnson, Ky, Rogers Wilson, Miss,
Darrow Kelly Rouse Win
Davey Knutson Sanders, N, Y. Woodrum
Denison Lee, Ga. Bears, Fla. Zihlman
Dickstein Lineberger Simmons
Dominick Linthicum Sinclair

So the motion was agreed to.

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:
On this vote:

Mr. Bowman (for) with Mr. Blanton (againet),
Additional general pairs:

Mr. Crumpacker with Mr, Barkley.

Mr. Perlman with Mr. Dickstein

Mrs. Rogers with Mrs. Norton,

Mr. Parker with Mr. Bumners of Texa

Mr McFadden with Mr. Wilson of M]nslssinpi.

Gibson with Mr. McReynolds.
Hr Roy G. Fitzgerald w"lth Mr. Linthicum,
Mr, Ma aof Pennsylvania with Mr. Woo

Mr. Zihlman with Mr, Ta 'lor of Colorado.

Mr. Ramseyer with

Mr. Robsion of Kentucky wlth “Mr. McSwain.

Mr. Christopherson with Mr. Dominick.

Mr. Bproul of Kansas with Mr. Bulwinkle,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, Mr. BowMmaN, of West Vir-
ginia, and myself are paired., If he were present, he would
vote “aye” and I would vote “no.” I desire to have it show
in the RECORD.

Mr. CONNERY. Mr, Speaker, my colleague, Mr. GALLIVAR, is
unable to be present. If he were present, he would vote * aye.”

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote.

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman from Iowa present?

Mr. HAUGEN. No,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not qualify.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

; By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol-
OWSs:

To Mr. BuLwiNkgLrg, for 10 days, on account of important
business,

To Mr. STevENSoN, until June 12, 1926, on account of attend-
ing Kiwanis “ Internationale” at Montreal as representatlve of
his club. e -

RIVERS AND HARBORS

The SPEAKER. The House resolves itself into Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill (H. R. 11616) authorizing the con-
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on
rivers and harbors, and for 